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LIST OF WORDS, TERMS AND PHRASES CON- 
SIDERED . OR EXPLAINED IN ' THE CASES 
DIGESTED. * • 

• k 


'• Abaadonmeut.” 

Sou Magistrates, ttS. 

“ About.” 

Ma.stei' and Servant, 17,1, 2U2, 212 — 
Sale of goods, 14, HI. 

“About a factory.” 

, iS(ie Master and Servant, 210. 

“Absence during tke continuance of tke present 
war,” 

Sc'd Elections, 8f), 

“ Absented.” 

Si‘e Companies, 152, 

“Absenting.” 

iS(’o Baulii'uptey and Insolvency, 15, 

“ Absolute assignment.” 

iSco Clioses in Aetiuu, L 

“ Absolute and unfettered discretion.” 

• iSVt’ Wills, 310. 

“ Absolutely entitled.” 

AV’fl Uompul.sory Purchase, 73. 

“Abut.” 

jSee Local Government, 31. 

“ Abutting.” 

* See Easements, 18. 

“ Acoepteyil service,” 

See Solicitors, 118. 

“Accident.” 

See Insurance, 53— Master and Servant, 
4 ct srfji. 

“ Accident caused by negligence.” 

^3 Shipping and Navigation, 55. 

“ Accident or misfortune.” 

See Dependencies and Colonies, 157. 

B.D.— VOL. IV, 


“ Accidental slip or omission.” 

Sea .Judgment, 1, 2, 

“ Accidentally.” 

See Gas, 1 1 , 

“Accidents of the seas.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 137, 

“ Accommodation -work.” 

See Easements and Profits fi Prendre, 28. 

“ According to the amount paid up thereon for 
the time being.” , 

Sre Companies, 502. 

“ According to the laws of Great Britain.” 

Sec Criminal Law and Procedure, 82, 

Acknowledgment of the right.” 

See Limitation of Actions, 41. 

Act done in pursuance or execution, or 
intended execution, of public duty, or 
authority.” 

Sec Public Authorities, 37. 

“Act or thing whereby the premises become 
vested in another.” 

Sec Landlord and Tenant, 139. 

“Acts of State.” 

See Public Authorities, 49. 

“ Acted innocently.” 

Sec Dependencies and Colonies, 182 — 
Trade Marks and Designs, 178. 

“Acting executor.” 

See Executors and Administrators, 202. 

“ Acting as solicitor.” , 

See Solicitor?, 122. 

“ Action,” 

See Practice and Procedure, 125— Public 
Authorities and Public Officers, 36. 
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LIST OF \V01!])S, 

“Actual.” 

S('i' Miistfr iind Scrviiul, I! 17. 

“Actual collisiou.” 

Str, Iiisui'iinco, 7(>. 

“ Actual cost.” 

>S('a Diinia;j:cSj {!. 

“ Actual delivery iu execution.” 
iScc lloccii-cr.s, 7. 

“ Actual expenses.” , 

iSif ISiUvkruptcy aiul Jnsdlvcncj;, 1 15. 

“ Actual, forcible, and viole^jt entry.” 

Sre Insiii'iuico, “i.5. * 

“ ^ctual military service.” 

;bV’« ^1’ ills. '2 1 , 27>. • 

'• Actual use and occupation.” 

/Sa’ lliihler iuid iServaul, iy2a,«*lU2, lilli. ! 

Adapted.” 

;b'ct* 11c venue, 1, * 

“ Adapted for and used as and for a private 
residence only.” 
iSeo iriale of Land, 12, 

“ Adapted to be inhabited.” 
iSee Metropolis, 32. 

“Adapting for sale.” 

iSee Factory and Workshop, 12. 

“ Addbd matter.” 

iSee Trade Marks and Designs, 8. 

“Additions to buildings.” 

See ISettlements, 28, 25), 3G. 

“Adjacent.” 

See DependeneieB and tJulouics, 181. 

“ Adjoin.” 

See Sale oI Land, 121, 

“Adjoining.” 

See Durial and Cremation, G — lligbway.s, 
171 — Landlord and Tenant, 15) — 
Metropolis, ‘13. 

‘ ‘ Adj oining owner. ’ ’ 

See Metiopolis, -13. 

“Adjoining premises.” 

See Landlord and Tenant, 118, 

“Adjudged bankrupt.” 

See Bankruptcy and lu&olvency, 88. 

“ After acquired.” 

See Settlements, 103. 

r 

“ Agency.” 

See Solicitors, 109. 

“Agent.” 

See Elections, 2G, 32. 


TElliMS AND FfllLVSKH. 

“ Agent in England.” 

See Adiiitrally, 21. 

“ Agreement in writing.” 

St'i' A,ei’i(ndt lire, 3. 

Agreement made in England.” 

Sir 111' venue, 32. 

“ Agrees to let.” 

See I>aiullord and Tenuni, 123. 

“ Aground.” 

See vSliipping and Navigalbiii, 2S(). 

“ Alienation.” 

jSVv' Crimtnul Law, 229. 

“ All consequences of hostilities.” 

See iui'iinince, 133. 

'■ All the duties payable hy law out of my 
estate.” 

Siv Death Diitus, 31. 

All the furniture and other personal effects.” 
See Wills, 5)0. 

“All loss.” 

See Shipping and Navigiition, 231, 

“All moneys divisible.” 

See Companies, .502 

“ All other offices and all yards, courts and 
curtilages.” 

AW' luhahited House Duty, 11. 

“All reasonably practicable and available 
means.” 

See MMlur and Watercourses, 1 1. 

“ All right.” 

See riisurancu, 3Ga — Misrepresunlutiun and 
I'T'anil, 23, 

“All risks,” 

iSV’e Insurance, 31, 113. r. 

“ All Taxes and assessments whatsoever.” 

See Metropolis, 1 13. 

“ Allowed.” 

See Factories and Workshops, IG,'' 
“Almshouse.” '' 

See Jncf'me Ta.x, 12 — Inhabited Huusci 
Duty, 1. 

“ Alone or together with,” 

See Wills, 209. 

“Alongside,” 

See Aliipping and Navigation, )il. 
“Already." 

See ilurial and (ireniatiun, .G. 

“ Alteration.” 

See JjiUidlord and Tenant, ilG—Metr'Opolis, 
107, 110 — Hates and Hating, 20, 
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LIST OL WORDS, TERMS AND PHRASES. 


‘‘ Alteration in 'bnildmgs.” 

^ See Hcillemenls, 152. 

'‘Alteration to premises.” 

/S'tr Landloi'd and Tenant, ttii. 

Amalgamate.” 

JSfc Oumpanies, 1 . ' 

“ Amalgamation,” 

tSf'c Companies, 

“ Amount realised by trustee.” 

,Sc;c’ Hankruptey and Insolvency, 2i)r>, 2(j(;. 

‘‘Ancillary or incidental to." 

Master and Servant, 102, H2t). 

‘■And.” 

)SVc Criminal Law and- Procedure, o(!. 

“And is used.” 

)SVc Uevenue, 2. 

■‘Angle of 46 degrees.” 

,'^• 1 ' Kasemouts and Profits a Prendre, :17. 

“Angling.” 

iSt’i’ Criminal taiw, 107 — P'isherie.s, 1. 

“ Animal.” 

• A'/V’ Animals, II. 

‘‘Animals kept in a state of confinement.” 

A’ce (irimiual Law and Procedure, 151. 

“Another interest created.” 

SfT Death Duties, 5(i. 

“Annual pay.” 

AVe Local Government, 57, 5!). 

‘‘ Annual payment.” 

A'ce Income Tux, t!7. 

“Annual payment towards the cost of 
nikintenance and repairs.” 

A'fc Highways, 77. 

“Annual rental of the settled land.” 

Ajjjd Settlements, 28 — Income Tax, 2. 

“ Any.;’ 

See Criminal Law and i’rocedure, 73. 

“Any book whatsoever.” 

Ab^ Copyright, 2. 

“Any ohild3?en.” 

See Wills, 249. 

“ Any difference.” 

See Tlailways and Canals, 27. 

“ Any m«xorandiun.” 

See Wills, 37. 

“ Any money,” 

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 220. 


“•Any other matter not being an action.” 

See Practice and Procedure, 248. 

“Any property whatsoever.” 

See Criminal Law, 02. 

“Any sum of money paid.” 

See Gaming and Wagering, 17. 

“Any work or act.” 

See Solicitors, 87. 

“Apparent.” 

Actf 'Bills of ^Exchange, 17 — Wills, 63. 
“Apparently.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 235, 

“ J^point.” 

AW; Powers, 18, 34, 38. 

“ Approved*^cceptanee.” 

See Sale of Goods, 2. 

“ Approved service.” 

See Local Government, 61. 

“ Arbitration.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 110. 

“ Arrests, restraints, and detainments.” 

See. Insurance, 137. 

'■ Article.” 

See Food and Drugs, 46. 

“ As agent.” 

See Landlord and Tenant, 190. 

“ As between solicitor and client.” 

See Powers, 41, 

“ As far as.” 

See Settlements, 77. 

“ As if enacted by this Act.” 
iSee Statutes, 6. 

“ As may he expedient.” 

See, Tramways and Light Railways, 6. 

" As of right.” 

See. Basements and Profits a Prendre, 
20, 29. 

“ As tenant.” 

See Elections, 40. 

“As they think fit.” 

See Metropolis, 27. 

“ Ascertained. ’ 

See Shipping and Navigation, 248. 
“Assets.” 

See Stock Exchange, 6. 

“Assign,” 

See Landlord and Tenant, 192— Mortgage, 
97. 

“ Assigns,” 

See Landlord and Tenant, 120, 187, 192. 

i—2 
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LIST OL AVORPS, TERMS AND RIIRARES. 


“ Assigniuent.'’ • 

AVillfs, 2G(). 

*' At aaohor." 

>'Scc Bliipping find i^avigiitioii, 2t5. 

“ At any time.” ^ 

. Bankruptcy and Insolvency, nO-- 

Landlord and Tenant, 31. 

“ At mercliant’a risk.” 

Soo Shipping and Navigation, 138. 

“At or near tke stern.” 

Si'c Shipping and Na^igtltion, 2:u. 

“At sea." 

,SVfl Wills, 31. 

“ At the end of her voyage. ’ ’ , 

See Shipping and Navigation, 33. 

“ At the time of the passing of the Act.” 

See Burials and Cremation, o. ^ 

“ Attendance.” 

Soc Trade and Trade Unions, Gl. 

“ Author.” 

See Copyright, *1, 3G. 

“ Authorised,” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 247, 2S0, 282. 

“ Auxiliary security.” 

• Sou Eevenuc, 67. 

“Available for the working classes.” 

See Settlements, 34. 

“ Average.” 

See Master find Servant, 71. 

“Average amount.” 

See Master and Servant, 302. 

“ Average weekly earnings.” 

See Master and Servant, 54, SC), 5t), GO, 
62, ’63, G4, G5, 66, 67, 68, 70, 71, 73, 74, 
75, 76, 78, 79, 81, 82, 83, .302. 

“ Away-going.” 

Sue Agriculture, 9. 


“Back roads,” 

See Highways, 161. 

“ Bad stowage.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 147. 
“Banker, Merchant, Broker, Attorney.” 

See Criminal Lay and Procedure, 164. 

“ Banker’s payment.” 

See Bills of Exchange, 16. 

“ Bankrupt or insolvent." 

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 233. 


“ Bankruptcy.” 

See Landlord ami Tenant, 138. 

“ Beat-hand.” 

Sr Master and Servant, 8. 

“Became bankrupt.” 

See Bunkruploy and lusKlvency, 228. 

“Become entitled,” 

See Scttleinents, 109, 

“ Be concerned or interested in the erection 
or use of works.” 

See Contract, 27. 

“Bedding." 

See, Distress, 8. 

“Beerhouse or beexshop,” 

See Sale of Land, 117. 

“ Behaving in an indecent manner.” 

See Orinuiiiil Law and Procedure, 211. 

“ Being a director.” 

See Itompauios,' lit), 

“ Besetting.” 

See Criminal Law, 123. 

“Be the same more or less.” 

See Sale of Land, 94. 

“ Beyond the control of the charterers.” 

See Shipping and Niivigation, 2U3. 

“ Bioscope.” 

See Trade Marks and Designs, 40. 

“ Blackmailing action.” 

See Libel and Slander, 33. 

“ Body.” 

See, Trusts and Trustees, 83. 

“ Bona fide and for value.” 

See Bankruptcy and Insolvcney, 23?$. 

“ Bona fide travellers.” 

See Intoxicating Litiuors, 89. 

“ Bond, covenant or instrument.’ 

See Revenue, 26, 27, 29. 

“Book.” 

See Copyright, 9, 25. 

“Book debts.” 

S6e Contract, 28 — Wills, 117,'' 

“Book used in the ordinary husiness of 
hank.” 

See Bankers and Banking, 28. 

“ Bom.” 

See Wills, 814. 

“Borrow.” 

See Companies, 42. 


the 



LIST OF WOEDS, TEEMS AND PHEASES. 


“ Breaclx of contract.” 

Air Practice and Procedure, 11. 

“ Break.” 

Air Easements and Profits a Prendre, 31. 

“ Breakdown of the steamer.” 

Air Shipping and Navigation, 51. 

“ Bridge.” 

AW' Jlighway.s, 122. 

“ Brother.” 

/Si'c Depoudeneics and Colonics, 231. 
“Building,” 

aW' Pnrlal and Cremation, !), 12 — 
Compulsory Purchase, 30 — Ease- 
ment, s, 33 — Master and Servant, 140 
— Metropolis, ISO, 

“Building lease.” 

Ai’c Solicitors. 7S. 

“ Building or structure.” 

AW' Metropolis, IS, 22, 20. 

“ Building owners.” 

A/'c Melropoli.s, 45. 

“ Building scheme,” 

, AV’c Sale of Land, llS. 

“Building used in part for purposes of trade.” 
AW' Metropolis, 25, 2(), 28. 

“Buildings adjoining.” 

AV’n Sale of Land, 121. 

“ Business.” 

AVr Trade Union.s, 7. 

“ By means of a scaffolding.” 

Master and Servant, 153. 

“ By operation of law,” 

* A'rc Landlord and Tenant, 40, 

“ By or in consequence of whose order,” 

AVv Highways, 98. 

“ By reason of fire.” 

AVfl Shipping and Navigation, 105, 

“By the year.” 

* A'ce Contract, 33. 

'* By wa^ of anticipation.” 

, Arc Wills, 2(10. 

“ By way of demurrage,” 

b'ee Railways and Canals, 20. 

“ By ww of gaming or wagering.” 

Gamingand Wagering, 14. 

“ By weight.” 

See Food and Drugs, 78. 


“Calculated to lieceive.” 

♦ Ahc Trade Marks and Designs, 61, 62, 64, 


' Call.” 


111 . 


See Shipping, 419. 

“ Calling.” 
t AW> Wills, 247. 

“ Candidate,” 

A7>/‘ Elections, 2. 

“ Capable of alienating.” 

AV‘<j Death duties, 66. 

“ Capable of taking effect.” 

AV’c Power's, 1.* 

“ Capital.” 

-Si'd Companies, 243 — Death Duties, 5,5. 

“ Capital expenditure.” 

AV’c*'1Sdacation, (5. 

“ Capture.” 

Srr Insurance, 122. 

“ Carelessly.” 

A'ce Gas, 11. 

“ Cargo.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 73. 
“Carriage.” 

See Highways, 117— Revenue, 2. 

“Carriage hung on springs,” 

See Highways, 118. 

“ Carriage road or way." 

See Metropolis, 140. 

“Carrying on a proceeding.” 

See Solicitors, 122. 

“ Cause of action.” 

See Courts, 42. 

“Cease.” 

See Companies, 137. 

“Change the description of qualification.” 
tSee Elections, 54. 

“ Chargeable.” 

See Poor Law, 22, 

“ Charged upon or payable out of land.” 

See Limitation of Actions, 31. 

“ Charitable.” 

See Charities, 66. 

“ Charitable institution.” 

See Charities, GO. 

“ Charitable or public purposes.” 

See Charities, 6G. 
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•» ^ 

“ Charitable purpose.” 

jSV>(’ Cliai'ilics, flU— Dependencies anfl 
Colonies, 171. 

“ Charitable use.” 

jSVe Charities, 3, (iS. 

“ Charity or works of public utility.” • 

. ;SV'6‘ Charities, 7S. 

“ Chattels real.” 

Wills, 125. 

“ Children.” 

See Wills, 100. 

“ Children belonging to me*.” 

See Wilis, KJl. 

“ Children or their heirs.” 

See Wills, 202. 

Church way or path.” 

See Highways, 17. 

“ Claim.” 

See Master and (Servant, 94, 9G. 

” Claim for compensation.” 

See Master and Servant, 85. 

“Clay.” 

See ]\ linos and Minerals, 14. 

“ Cleansing.” 

,iSVy! Public Health, 49. 

“ Clear of all deductions.” 

See Income Tax, (15. 

“ Clear sum.” 

See Death Duties, 73. 

. “Clerk.” 

See Companies, 387. 

“Clerk or servant.” 

Sec, B.ankruptcy and Insolvency, 1 19. 

“ Clogging.” 

Sec Mortgage, 91. 

“ Closed by order of a superior authority.” 

See Landlord and Tenant, 57. 

“Coach.” 

See Highways, 121. 

“ Coasting vessel.” 

Sen yiiipping, 389. 

‘ Codicil to my will ...” 

See Wills, 48. 

“ Cognate invention.” 

See Patents and Inventions, 163. 

“ Colliery working day." 

See Ship])ing and navigation, 173, 174. 


“ Colourable.” 

See Companies, 333. 

“ Combination of devices.” 

See Trade Marks and Designs, 66. 

” Commence.” 

See Patents and Inventions, 2(H). 

” Commercial matters.” 

See Dependencies and (hlonies, ] 12. 

“ Commission, discount, or allowance.” 

See Companies, 279. 

” Common lodging-house,” 

See Public ITealtli, 3, 

“Common pipe.” 

(SVv‘ Scwcr.s and Drains, 10. 

‘‘Common scheme.” 

See Jian<lloi'd and Tenant, 1.52. 

” Common school fund." 

See Dependencies and Colonies, .81, 

“Community of -goods.” 

See Conilici of Laws, 28 -Husbaiul and 
Wife, 27. 

“ Company.” 

See Wills, 321. 

“ Competent authority.” 

See. Extradition, fcc., 8. 

“ Competent to dispose of.” 

See Death Duties, (>3. 

“ Complained of.” 

See Public Authorities, 46. 

“ Complete copyright.” 

See Copyright, 2. 

“ Completion of contract.” 

See Highways, 96. 

“ Completion of works.” 

See Kale of Land, 89, 

" Compound.” 

See Kottlomonls, 56, 

“ Compounded as in this Act mentioned.” 

See Pood ami Drugs, 22. 

“ Comprised in.” 

See Scttlcmcnis, 2U6. 

“ Concerned or interested in.” 

See Trade Union, 13, 

“ Concession for the sake of peace.” 

See Libel and Slaudor, 49. 

“ Conclusive evidence.” 

See Companies, 176, 253, 395. 

“ Condition or defeasance.” 

See Bills of Kale, 3, 
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LIST OF WOLDS, TERMS AND PHRASES. 


“Conduct.” ] 

)Srr Ptastarily, 14. 

• I 

“ Conducting Ijetting therein.” 

AW; Gaming and Wagering, 10. 

“ Consent.” 

M’fi Weights and Measures, 1. 

“ Consent or agreement.” 

A'ec Easements and Profits a Prendre, BG. 

“ Constant trader.” 

AVr Sliipping, BOO. 

“ Constructed or adapted for use.” 

Aiv Revenue, 2, B. 

“ Constructive fraud.” 

AVe Bankruptcy and Insolveney, SO. 

” Constructive notice.” 

AW’ OompanieB, IBB. 

“ Construction.” 

iSrc Master and Hervant, 159. 

Contentious suit.” 

Af'c DepcudeneiCB and Colonies, 225. 

“ Continuance of damage or injury.” 

AVv Water and Watercourses, 20. 

“ Continuing guarantee.” 

AVu Guarantee, 5. 

“ Continuous line of railway.” 

AW’ Railways and Canals, 51. 

” Contract for the sale of an eq,uitable interest.’ 
AW Revenue, 47. 

“ Contracts of supply.” 

AVc Metropolis, 183. 

” Contrary intention.” 

AW Limitation of Action, 57 — Wills, 3(10. 

“ Obntroversy.” 

AW; Intoxicating Lipuors, 50, 

“ Conveyance.” 

^ aSV’c Bankruptcy and Insolvency, £02. 

“ Conveyance on sale.” 

aS'cc Revenue, BG, B8, 10, 41. 

Conveyed by the company.” 

Railways and Canals, 47. 

“ Co-partper.” 

• St'r Admiralty, G, 

“ Copy.” 

aS'cc Copyr’ght, B4. 

“ Cogjrright.” 

St'.e Copyright, 1. 

” Corked and sealed.” 

aW' Iiito-xicating Liquors, 105, lOG. 


Corporate.” 

See Trusts anil Trustees, 83. 

Correct.” 

Sec Weights and Measures, 6. 

Correction or explanation.” 

See Patents and Inventions, 1. 

Corroboration in some material particular,” 

See Bastardy, 2, .3. 

“Costs, damages, and expenses.” 

S?e Guarantee, 13. 

“ Costs of the action.” 

See Practice and Procedure, 295. 

‘kCosts of execution.” 

See Bankruptcy, 27 — County Courts, 03. 

“ Costs oMrst trial to abide event.” 

See County Courts, 5i). 

“ Costs 0 *} licences and contracts.” 

Sec Companies, 22. 

“ Costs in any event.” 

See Pleading, 10. 

“ Costs in cause.” 

See County Courts, 21 — Practice and 
Procedure, 38. 

“ Costs reserved.” 

See Practice and Procedure, 295. 

“ Course authorised or required by the Rules.” 
See Shipping and Navigation, 247, 282. 

“ Course of delivery.” 

S('e Food and Drugs, 27. 

“Court.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 108. 

“ Covenant. ” 

See Revenue, 0!). 

“ Cover.” 

See Companies, 4G5 — Gaming and Wager- 
ing, 13— Stuck E.xchange, 11 

“Covering note.” 

See Insurance, 83. 

“ Create and issue.” 

See. Companies, 42. 

“Created specific mortgage or charge.” 

See Companies, 10.5. 

“ Creditor.” .., 

See Bankruptcy and ^Insolvency, 40— 
Companieis, 433, 450. 

“Cremation.” 

See Criminal Law, 9G. 



& LIBT OF WORDS, TERMS AKD PHltASFS. 


“ Crinunal cause or matter.” / 

/SWj Distress, 4, 18— Melrnpells, 3(5 a-~* 
Practice and Procedure, 221— Hates 
and Hating, 3. 

•'Cross Roads.” 

See Highways, 161. 

“ Cruelly illtreating.” * 

tSef’ Animals, C. 

“ Cul-de-sac.” 

Highways, 21. , 

“ Cumulative preference dividend.” * 

;S'irr Oonipanics, 2S3. ^ , 

“ Current year.” 

Landlord and Tenaul, 32. 

“ Curtilage.” 

,SVv’ Sewers and Drains, 3. 

" Customary freehold.” 

Ace Wills, 128. 

•' Customary rate of discharge.” 

Sin'ijping and Navigation, IS!), 

“ Customer,” 

*SVv Bankers and Banking, 17. 

“ Customs due on cargo.” 

iSer Slapping and Navi.Lration, 80, 


“ Daily,” 

iSefi Gas, 10. 

“ Daily penalty.” 

See Electric Lightin.g, 0. 

“Damage done hy any ship.” 

See Fisheries, 24. 

“ Dangerous dog.” 

See Animals, 14. 

“ Dangerous structure notice.” 

See Landlord and Tenant, 111, 

'• Days saved in loading.” 

Sec Shipping and Navigation, 100. 

“ Death.” 

Sec Wills, 213, 

“ Debenture.” 

Sea Hevenue, 66. 

“ Debt ” and “ Debts.” 

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 35, 82, 
26 1 — Choses i n Action , 1— Compulsory 
Purchase, 37— Practice and Proce- 
dure, 155, 

“ Debtor.” 

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 68. 

“ Debts and obligations.” 

See Partnership, 26. 


“ Debts provable.” 

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 82, 2iil. 

” Deck cargo.” 

See Shipj)in,g and Navigation, Bit), 

“ Deed of arrangement for the benefit of his 
creditors generally.” 

See liankrnptey and Insolvency. 67. 

“ Deed or conveyance.” 

See Bankruptcy and InKoliency, 2f)2. 

“ Deed, will, or other instrument.” 

See Practice and Procedure, 1811. 

•' Deemed to he a lunatic.” 

See Lunatics, 2. 

“ Default.” 

See Companies, 166~Sale of L.and, 27. 

“ Default clause.” 

See Money ami Moneylenders, 1!). 

“Defaulters’ register.” 

See Libel and Slander, 11. 

“Defeasance or condition.” 

See Bills of Sale, 3, 

“ Defects latent on beginning voyage or other- 
wise.” 

See Shipping, Kit). 

“Delay, hinder, or defraud.” 

See Fraudulent and Voidable Convey- 
ances, 3. 

“Delineated.” 

See Compulsory Purchase, 16. 

“Delivery as customary.” 

See Shipping and Navi.gation, 128. 

“ Demand.” 

See. Carriers, 17. 

“ Demise,” 

See Poumrs, 50, 

“ Demurrage at loading port as per colliery 
guarantee.” 

See Shipping and Navigaiion, 174, • 

“ Dependant ” and “Dependants.” 

See Master and Serviint, 61, 38, 100, 1015, 
107, lit), 111, 113, 111, 115, 11!) -• 
J’ractice and Procedure, 2 l.'i, 

“Deserted.” 

See Poor Law, 36, 

“ Desertion.” 

See Husband and Wife, 236, 23.8. 

“ Desert or wilfully neglect to maintain.”' 

See. Poor Law, 65. 

“Detention hy ice.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 51 
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LIST OF WOIlDS, i'EEMS AND PHEASES. 


“Devise.” 

iSVr Wills, 12G. 

“ Devised, beq,ueatlied, and appointed.” 

1‘uwers, ID. 

“ Die with-out child or children.” 

,sVv Wills, 1,')0. 

“ Die without having been married.” 

;SW Hettleiiiciits, ll.'i, 118, 111). 

“Difference.” 

/8Vr Tramways ami Light Dailway-s, 14. 

“Diligent and faithful seivice.” 

Sec Local Uovcmmeiit, (il. 

“ Direct and sole cause of death.” 

>SW' Insuran('e, (1. 

“ Direct communication.” 

/SVv> HctropdlLs, 12!). 

“ Direction in writing to apply.” 

/SVv Criminal Law aiul rrocctUu’o, I GO. 

“ Directly affected by such scheme.” 

AW’ Uliaritie,s, 22. 

“ Directly or indirectly engaged, concerned, or 
interested in.” 

AV’c Trade and Trade Unions, 15. 

“Directly or indirectly interfere with, pre- 
judice, or in any manner affect.” 

AV’c Trade and Ti'ade Union.s, IG. 

“ Directly productive.” 

Hates and Haling, GO. 

“ Disaffection.” 

A'ra Dependencies and Colonies, 202. 

“ Disagreeable noise or nuisance.” 

iSre Hale of Land, 115. 

“ Disbursement.” 

Sco Insurance, 111, 1G2 — Holicitor.s, 38, 
3!), 40-~Wills, 74. 

“ Discharge.” 

<SW Hevenuo, 75. 

” Discretionary trust.” 

xSW’ iSettlonicnt.s, 211. 

“Discretion of trustees.” 

( Jharities, 75. 

“ Dishonestj^” 

* AW’ Hallways and Canals, 30. 

“ Dismissed.” 

AW> Maalcr and Servant, 432, 

” Disoba^ience to lawful orders,” 

*W Poor XjUw, G4. 

'•< Disposition.'' 

AV’c Perpetuitio-!, 10, 


“Dispute.” * ' 

• A’w Arbitration, S4, 35— County Court, 62 
— Master and Servant, 91. 

“ Distinctive device.” 

AW Trade Marins and Designs, 145. 

“ J)istinctive mark.” 

A'ra Trade Marks, 15, 

“ Distressed seaman.” 

A'ra Shipping and Navigation, 35. 

“Disturbing,” 

A'ra hlcclesiast'ical Law, 36. 

“ Ditto.” ' * . 

A'«’ Auctions and'Auctioneers, 7. 

“ Dwided and let in different tenements,” 

A!"o Inhabited Plouse Duty, 5. 

“ Dock, whaW, or quay.” 

AW Master and Servant, 200, 201. 

“ Domestic purposes.” 

A'aa Waterworks, 27, 28, 29 et mj. 

“ Domestic servant.” 

A’ra Wills, 113. 

“ Drain.” 

Soo Highways, 5G — Metropolis, 70, 71, 72 
— Sewers and Drains, 1, S, 7. 

“ Dramatic piece.” 

Copyright, 13. 

“Due diligence.” 

)St>e Patents and Inventions, 200, 206. 

“ Duly and truly serve.” 

A'ra Master and Servant, 418, 

“ Duly paid.” 

See Husband and Wife, 114. 

“ Dumping grotind.” 

See Master and Servant, 224. 

“During the engagement.” 

See Trade and 'Trade Unions, 12. 

“During the said'intended marriage.” 

See Settlements, 100, 

“ During the year.” 

See Income Tax, Gl. 

“Dust,” 

See Factories and Workshops, 27. 
“Duties.” 

See Landlo;d and Tenant, 88. 

% 

“Dwelling-house.” 

Sea Metropolis, 32 — Public Health, 5. 

“ Dwelling-house joint.” 

See Elections, 40. 



10 LIST 01’ WORDS, 

“ D’flD’ellings available for working classes.” 
Si’t; SettloiiuMits, 1. 

“Dying seized.” 

;SVy; Copyholds, U). 


“ Earnings.” 

/SVr Master and i^cvvani, 42, .45, SI. 

“ Earth closet or privy.” 

Srr I’uhlio Health, l.“, ill?. 

“ Easement of necessity.” • • 

tSVr Hasemcnls, 52. ^ , 

“Effects.” 

Srr Cho-ios in Action, 1 — Wills, !I2, 127. 

“ Effects and Securities.” ’ * 

(SW’ rartnci'blup, 34. 

“ Either.” * 

Sre Wills, 295. 

“Either party to the proceeding.” 

t^ro Mines and Minerals, H. 

“ Eldest son of my sister.” 

I'ulcc Wills, 152. 

“ Eldest son to be born.” 

A'ce Dependencies and Colonies, 250. 

“ Electrical station.” 

, iSro Factories and Woi ksliops, 2. 

“ Employed.” 

/Scr ruhlic ITcaltli, 50. 

“ Employed in Her Majesty’s military service.’ 
/See Highways, 5.3. 

“ Employer.” 

Scr Master and Servant, 27. 

“ Employment.” 

AV’a Education, 18, 19. 

“ End of the current year's tenancy.” 

A'w Landlord and Tenant, 32. 

“ Endowment.” 

Srr Charities, 1 1 . 

“ Enforceable as a county court judgment.” 
Arc Master and Servant, 128. 

“ Enfranebisement.” 

Si‘c Settlements, 1 1. 

“Engagements.” 

A're Choses in Action, 1. 

“ Engineering work.” * 

A'ee Master and Servant, 169, 170, 171. 

“ Enlargement of a church.” 

Sec Burials and Cremation, 13, 15. 


TERMS AND Pim.VHl’E. 

“ Entailed estate.” 

* A'(V Death Duties, 20. 

“ Enter an appearance in due course,” 

A(‘(' Solii'itoi's, 1 IS, 

“ Entered.” 

AVr Ueveniie, 70, 

“ Entire publication ' ’ 

Libel find SlandtM'. 51 . 

“ Entitled.” 

A'rr Wills, 2H2, 291. 

“ Entitled to a supply.” 

Ahr Elei'trie Liuhliny, 2. 

“ Entitled to enforce a final judgmcirt.’’ 

A(V Bajiknipley .and Insnhi'iiev, 17, 

“ Entitled to quarters.” 

AW’ Dejtendeiieics and I'ohtnies, 17, 

“Entitled under the will.” 

A'er Dependencies and (tolunies, 185. 

“Equal benefit.” 

(See Shipping and Navigation. 330. 

“ Equipped.” 

NVy’ l.'hai'ities, 45. 

“Equivalent.” 

A'rr i’alent.sand Inventions, 120. 

“ Erroneous in point of law or in excess of juris- 
diction.” 

AV’r Crown I’raetiee, 39. 

“ Error, misstatement or omission,” 

AV'c Sale of Land, 21, 25. 

“ Essence of contract.” 

Ahe [asuninee, 10. 

“Estate.” 

A'a! E.'cee.utors and Adniiiiistralors, 91 -- 
j Stock E.\change, 0. • 

“ Estate and effects.” 

AV’c Wills, 127. 

“Estate duty.” 

AVe Death Duties, 43, 77. 

“ Estate or interest in any property.” 

AV’e llevenue, 48. 

“ Estate, term and interest.” 

Srr Sale of Land, 77. 

“ Evade.’’ 

AW’ Discovery, Inspection, and Inli’rrogu* 
tones, 18, 

“Every power.” 

NW> Sottlumcnls, 150, 

“Excessive interest.” 

Sr/’ Money and Money-Lenders, LH, 2t). 

21 , 22 , 21 . 
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LIST OF WORDS, TEEMS AND PHRASES. 


“Excessive Weight.” 

&W Highways, !l(). 

“ Exchange.” 

iSrc Ilevenue, 47. 

“Exclusively appropriated to public religious 
worship.” 

iSeo Hates and Hating, 8S. 

“ Executors, Administrators, and Assigns.” 

(SW3 Landlord and Tenant, KiS. 

“ Executors as such.” 

iSrr Heath Duties, '.18. 

“ Executory.” 

Si‘r I’racliee and I’roeodiiro, 1(17. 

“ Expense.” 

A'/v’ !4cotti.sh Law, .1, 

“ Expenses of carrying the order into effect.” 

AW‘ Metro]! )oli,s, (1!). 

“Exposing for sale.” 

jSW’ Copyright, 88, 

“ Exposure for sale.” 

Ahc Food and Drugs, 7:1. 

“ Expressly stipulated.” 

Conipanie.s, 3 — Wills, 3.1(1, 

“Express provision to the contrary.” 

St’c Death Duties, 4, (!.S. 

“ Extension of roads.” 

Ahe Dependoneios and Ctdonies, 1.88. 

“ Exterritoriality.” 

Aee Dependt'neios and Coloiues, 11)1. 

“ Extracted.” 

A'ct> Hevenuc, 1 7, 

“ Extraordinary.” 

/Si-r Easeinent.s, 47. 

“ Extraordinary traffic.” 

Ahe Tligliways, 90, 1)1. 


“ Eaetory.” 

A'ee Master and' Servant, IHl, lS)2.a, 207, 
212, 213, 217, 220—22), 22(1, 335), 
3t2. 

‘'’Failed to discontinue.” 

Waters .and Watereour.se-s, 17. 

“ Failed to^xercise the power of appointment.” 

* A'ee Wills, 71. 

“ Failed to procure a licence.” 

Ahf Contniots, rtO, 

“ Failii^g such issue.” 

**Ate Wills, 200. 

“ Failure.” 

A'er Ecclesiastical Law, 38. 


“ Failure to procure licence,” • 

* Ahfi Master and Servant, 424. 

“ Fair and equitable rent.” 

(S'ee Dependencies and Colonics, 198. 

“Fair and reasonable.” 

« *SVe Trusts and Triistee.s, 3.5. 

“ Fair and usual rent.” 

/S'w Industrial, Provident, and Similar 
Socictie.s, 2. 

“ Fair comment.’*' 

A'ee Libel and Slander, ], 2, 14. 

“Fair current market price.” 

AV Landlord and Tenant, 170. 

“ Fiair value.” 

Ahn Death Duties, 75. 

“False entJy.” 

AV'c Criminal Law, 144. 

“False trafl.e description.” 

Ahn Trade Marks and Designs, 176, 186. 

“Fancy word.” 

Abe Trade Marks and Designs, 40, 121, 
146, 

“ Fatal accident in a mine.” 

Abe Contract, 13. 

“ Fault or privity,” 

A'ee Shipping and Navigation, 105. , 

“ Favourably consider.” 

Abe Contract, 06. 

“ Fictitious or non-existing person.” 

Abe Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 10, 20. 

“ Final,” 

Abe Estoppel, 4 — Practice and Procedure, 
225. 

“ Final and conclusive.” 

Abe Magistrates, 38. 

“ Final apportionment.” 

Abe Sale of Laud, 80. 

“ Final judgment.” 

Abe Bankruptcy aird In. solvency, 41, 44, 
in, 46, 48 — Dependencies and 
Colonies, 00. 

“ Final settlement.” 

A'ee Shipjiing and Navigation, .31. 

“ Fine.” 

Aee Street Traffic, 21. 

“Fine or sum of mqney in the nature of a 
fine.” 

A'ee Landlord and Tenant, 177, 178. 

“ Fire excepted.” 

A'ee Shipping and Navigation, .59. 



LIST OF WOEDS, 

“ rrrm.” 

iSw Compauios, H.-jO. 

“ Pirst inventor.” 

iSVr Patents and Inveiition.s, lUti. 

“ First refusal.” 

Kailways, 'Jlia. 

” Five-foot seam." 

SettlenienlH, 1 !tH. 

“Flats.” 

Sale of Land, 113. 

“Floating charge.” , 

iSrf Ooinpanios, 72, 105. 

“Floating security.” 

' ;Ve(’ Oompanies, 71. 

“ Flood banks.” 

Nrv! Water and Waten',ouises,c5(). 

” Flotation.” 

AVv’ Dependencies and (Joloiiic.'f, (511. 

“ Fog and steam whistle signals.” ^ 

AW; Shipping and Navigation, 231). 

“ For a good or a valuable consideration.” 

^S'v; Copyrights, 28. 

“ For an estate of inheritance or any less 
estate." 

tied Ecclesiastical Law, .51. 

“ For any offensive trade or business what- 
soever.” 

Aec Landlord and Tenant, 61. 

“ For a term not exceeding three months.” 

See Rates and Rating, 87. 

“ For disposal on its merits.” 

Sen Dependencies and Colonies, 23-L 

” For each year.” 

See Companies, 141. 

“Foreign.” 

Sec Landloril and Tenant, 46 — Wills, 112. 

“ Foreigner.” 

See Copyholds, .5. 

“For his own use or benefit.” 

See Death Duties, 2. 

“ Formal defect.” 

See. Criminal Law Procedure, 43. 

“For negotiating loan.” 

Sec Solicitors, 85. 

“ For new business 

Sec Intoxicating Liquors," 121. 

“For or on behalf of.” 

See Copyrights, 28. 


TERMS AND FIIU.\SES. 

“ For or towards the education of." 

» AV'/> Trusts and Tnisteis, Ittl). 

“ For persons by way of succession.” 

Aiv Sell lenient, 136, 

“For self and proxies.” 

See Companies. 3."),“. 

I “ For such as otherwise cannot be provided.’’ 
See Time, (5. 

, “ For the duration thereof." 

AVe Teh'graplis and Tele[i!i(me‘J, 1. 

' “ For the public good." 

j AVi" 1‘aletits and tuvinitions, l:i!i. 

I "For the purchase of land only,” 

See I’ei'pel nil ie-., .5, 

“ For the purposes of the fine arts exclusively.” 
See Hates and lialiiig, iDi). 

For the purposes of gain.” 

See Itdiieat ion, lit. 

“For the purpose of public traffic.” 

See i\Ia.s(er and .8(‘rvant. 23.5, 

“ For the repose of souls.” 

See Charities, 77, 

“Forthwith." 

See Contempt and Attaelinieni, 32 — 
Easements and Prolils d IM'Cudre, 8. 

“Founded on Contract.” 

See County Courts, .50. 

“Four days,” 

See Contempt and Attachment, 31 — 
Practice and Procedure, 151. 

“ Franchise.” 

See Crown Riglits, 115. 

“ Fraud.” 

Sec Rankruptcy and Iiasolvcncy, .80. 

“ Fraud by an agent and larceny by a bailee.” 
See Extratlition, 17. * 

“Fraudulent,” 

See Companies, 133. 

“Fraudulent preference." * 

See Banlcrnptoy and Tri.solveney, 107. 

“ Free house.” 

See 8ale of Land, 45. 

“ Free of duty.” 

S('e Dcatli Duties, 82. 

“ Freight." 

See Admiralty, 5. 

“ Freight and all other conditions as per charter 
party.” ^ 

See Shipping and Navigation, 114, 

“ Frequenting." 

Si‘c Gaming and Wagering, 49, 50, 
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‘•Fresh engagement.” 

.t^ce Theatres and Music Halls, 1. 

•' Fresh evidence.” 

l<L’c Husband and Wife, 300, 30 i, 306. 

“ Frivolous and vexatious.” 

Scp. Pleading, 11. 

“ From.” 

Sco Contracts, 94. 

“ From any cause.” 

See Metropolis, 110. 

“From any dwelling-house.” 

See r>urials and Cremation, 5. 

“ From a provincial point of view.” 

See I)cpendencie.s and Colonics, 98. 

“From place to place.” 

' See Markets and Fairs, 14. 

“ From the person.” 

See Criminal Law and I’rocedure, 16S, 
193. 

“From the undertakers.” 

See Waterworks, 24. 

“ Fronting on.” 

Highways, 171. 

“ Full and absolute control.” 

See Wills, 349. 

“ Full and complete cargo.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 72. 

“ Full compensation.” 

See Food and Drugs, G7 ef setj. — Public 
Health, 36. 

“Full consideration in money and money's 
worth.” 

See Death Duties, 2, 78. 

“ Furniture and contents.” 

, Wills, 91. 

“ Future.” 

See Mortgages, 61. 

“Future Estate or Interest.” 

See Limitation of Actions, 39. 

“•General purposes.” 

Clubs, 6. 

“ Genuinenpss.” 

* See Master and Servant, 291. 

“ Get up.” 

See Trade Marks and Designs, 1B2. 

“ Giv^ devise, bequeath, and appoint.” 

See Powers, 18. 

“ Gift.” 

See Death Duties, 17, '18. 


“ Gift and bequest. ” * 

* See Wills, 127. 

“ Gift over.” 

See Executors and Administrators, 161 — 
Wills, 108 et mj[. 

“^lass.” 

Sec Carriers, 3. 

“ Good cause,” 

See County Courts, 61 — Glaming and 
Wagerirjg, 9 — Practice and Procedure, 
11], 262, 266 — Public Authorities and 
Public Offleera, 30. 

“ Good condition and repair,” 

See Tramways and Light Railways, 19. 

“ Gpod consideration,” 

See Copyright, 29. 

“ Good ordas and decorum.” 

See Master and Servant, 430. 

“ Goods.” • 

See Shipping and Navigation, 430. 

“ Goods of a flebtor.” 

Sec Distress, 2. 

“ Goods to be received . , . continuously.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 126. 

“ Goodwill.” 

See Stock Exchange, 2. 

“Grade.” 

See Master and Servant, 83. 

“ Great crime.” 

See Ecclesiastical Law, 36. 

“Gross tonnage,” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 432. 

“ Guarantee.” 

See Insurance, 26. 


“ Habitual drunkard.”. 

See Husband and Wife, 291, 

“ HackuOy carriages.” 

See Tramways and Light Railways, 31. 

“ Harsh and unconscionable.” 

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 168 — 
Money and Money-Lenders, 9, IS, 16, 
17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 27. 

“Has committed any misdemeanour.” 

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 254. 

“ Having.” * 

See Wills, 196. 

“ Having regard to the traffic on the highway,” 
See Street Traffic, 9, 
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LIST 0¥ WOIIDS, TEBMS AI^D ITl EASES. 


Hawking.” * 

Markets and Fairs, 11. 

“ Head officer.” 

jSVv’ I’raciiee and Procedure, 1. 


“ Hospital." 

;SVv’ Metropolis, PS— Four Isiw, 

“ Hounding." 

/V/v Elections, PS, 


'■ Heat, decay, sweating.” 

^V’c Hhipping, 1 13. * 

‘ ‘ Heir at law." 

See 'Wills, l.'Fl. 

"Heirs." 

Sea Dependencies and Colojiics, 219— 
■Wills, 317. 

• » 

" Heirs and assigns of Survivor." 

Sir M’'ills, l.“) t. 

“'Heirs general.” - * 

Sir M'illa, 308. 

“ Held out or recommended.” ♦* 

Sir llevenue, 72. 

“ Hereditaments.” * 

Sir Wills, 130. 

" Hereditament capable of actual occupation." 
Sir Income 'J'ax, 18. 

“ Heritable bonds." 

Sir Conflict of Laws, 38. 

“ Highest net money tender.” 

Si'o Sale of Goods, -I i . 

“Highway.” 

Sir Highways, l.l. 

" Hire earned." 

Sir Agency, 27. 

“ His heirs or assigns.” 

Sir Mortgage, 100. 

“ His sons and their sons in succession." 

Sir Wills, 317. 

“ Holder." 

See Ellis of Exchange, 14. 

" Holder in due course." 

Sir Bills of Exchange, 14, 18, 23, 

" Holder in own right.” 

Sec Bills of Exchange, 24. 

" Home." 

See Wills, 112. 

" Honestly." 

Sec Libel and Hlander, 42 — ^Trusts and 
Trustees, 90 * 

‘ ‘ Honestly and reasonably." 

See Dependencies and Colonies, 69— Trusts 
and Trustees, 50, 60. 


“House.” 

See Compulsory I’ni'chaso, .'>6, .60 — Puhlic 
Health, 12,41 — llat(!s and Rating, 28 — 
Hale of Land, 13, 113, 

“ House provided for the reception or relief of 
poor persons." 

Sec Inhabited House Duty, 1, 

“ House, warehouse, counting-house, shop, other 
building." 

See IClcetions, 81. 

“Houses fronting," 

Sr Metropolis, 137, 


“ Idolatry.” 

See Eccle.siastical Law, 0. 

“ If he has been so long employed,” 

See Master and Servant, 01. 

“ Illegal society." 

Sec Trade and Trade Unions, 60, 

“ Immediate notice." 

See ln.surance, .6. 

“Immediate notice of accident." 

Sec Insurance, 10. 

“ Immoral." 

Sec Ecclesiastical Law, 7. 

“ Impediment.” 

See Ecclesia.stical Law, 30. 

“Implements of house-breaking.” 

Sec Criminal Law and Prucerlurt', 160. 

“Implement of trade," 

See Distress, 12. 

“Imported into Canada." 

Dependencies and Colonies, IW. 

“ Impracticable." 

See Companies, 320. 

“Improvements." * 

See Agriculture, 13— Patents ami Uivcu- 
tions, 101 — Settlements, 33, 40. 

“ Improvement or addition." ^ 

See Patents and Invoritions, 160, 

“ In accordance with." 

See Bills of Sale, 30 — Master and>Scrvanl, 
71. 

“ Inadvertence." 

See Bankruptcy and In.solvency, 161 — ■ 
Companies, 96, 96, 328, 467. 
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“ In actual military service.” 

Wills, 24. 

“ In a factory.” 

jS'cc Master and Horvanl, 215. 

“ In any other manner.” 

See Income Tax, 48. 

“ In any other place out of England.” 

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 142. 

“ In attendance.” 

See Metropolis, 117. 

“ Incapacity for work.” 

See Master and Servant, 304. 

“In case of a continuance of damage or injury.” 

See Public Authorities and Public Officers, 
11, 10, 43. 

” Incidental or conducive.” 

See Companies, 182. 

“Inclosed land or ground.” 

See Highways, 110. 

“ Income.” 

See Death Duties, 65 — Perpetuities, 2 — 
Ileal Property and Chattels Real, 2, 

“ Incoming tenant.” 

See Gas, 9 — Waters and Watercourses, 7. 

“ Incontestable.” 

See De[icijdeiicics and Colonies, 134. 

” Incorporated Accountant.” 

See Trade Marks and Designs, 48. 

” In course of delivery.” 

See Food and Drugs, 27. 

” Incumbrances incurred or created bona fide.” 
See Death Duties, 78. 

“ In default.” 

See Public Health, 28. 

“ Indefinite period.” 

See Kevenuc, 29. 

“Indemnity or satisfaction.” 

See Dependencies and Colonics, 140. 

“I* distress.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 35. 

“ In each year,” 

See. Companies, 140. 

“ In every year.” 

See Mortgages, 37. 

“In full efficiency.” 

/iTc Railways aiifl Canals, 29. 

“ Inhabited.” 

See Public Health, 5, 


“ Inhabitant occupier.” 

* See Elections, 61. 

“ Inhabited dwelling-house.” 

See Inhabited House Duty, 11, 

“Inherent vice,” 

• See Carriers, 1. 

“ In his own right.” 

See Companies, 138, 139. 

“ In his possession or under his control.” 

See Trusts and Trustees, 104, 

“ In his trade or bu,siness.” 

See Bankruptcy and Itisolvenc}', 230. 

“ lu its present form of investment.” 

See. Trusts and Trustees, 93, 

“Injury to horses.” 

See Annuals, 19, 

“ In lieu of a legacy.” 

See Dflath Dufies, 3. 

“ In or about.” 

See Master and Servant, 219, 230 et seq. 

“In part dependent upon the earnings of the 
workman.” 

Sec Master and Servant, 269, 

“ In physical contact with.” 

/See Landlord and Tenant, 19. 

“ In pursuance of or in conseq[uence of.” 

See Education, 27. 

“ In regular turn.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 211. 

“ In respect of.” 

See Gaming and Wagerkig, 6. 

“ Insanitary.” 

See Compulsory Purchase, 40. 

'• Insolvent.” 

Sec Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 233. 

“ In some material particulars.” 

Sec Bastardy, 2. 

“ Instituted.” 

See Executors and Administrators, 92. 

“ Instrument.” 

See Practice and Procedure, 190. 

“ In such building.” 

See Metropolis, 7 6. 

“ Intended execution.” 

See Public Authorities and Public Officers, 
34. 

“Interest." 

See Companies, 1G3. 



X6 LIST OF WOEDS, 

'■Interest in land.” ’ ^ 

tSc'o Miigistratus, 1(! — Mortgage, (17. 

‘‘ Interested.” 

S('r, Practice and Procedure,” 190. 

“ Interested in a similar trade or business." 

See Trade and Trade Unions, 19, t 

“Interest purchased or provided by the 
deceased.” 

See Death Duties, T), 

“ Interlocutory." ^ 

‘See Practice and Prooudnre, 22."). 

“ Interruption.” 

See Easements, 18. 

' ■ ‘ Intestate and unmarried.” 

Sec Wills, Id-l. 

“ In the actual possession.” •* 

See Wills, 206, 

'■ In the course of the employment.^’ 

Sec Master and Hoivant, 208. 

“ In the events which happened.” 

See Perpetuities, 2, 

“ In the forward part of the vessel." 

See Shipping and Navigation, 256. 

“ In the loading.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 109. 

'• Ifl. the meantime.” 

See Mortgage, 63. 

“ Invented word.” 

See Trade Marks and Designs, 18, 25, 26, 
29, 36, 40, 43, 44, 49. 

Involuntary absence.” 

See Companies, 152. 

“ Issue.” 

See Companies, 43 — Revenue, 51, 52, 53 — 
Wills, 108, 280, 312. 

“ Joint Account.” 

See Mortgage, 45. 

“ Judgment.” 

See Builders, Building Contracts, etc., 16 
— Public Authorities and Public 
Officers, 27. 

“ Judgment or order.” 

See County Court, 70. 

“ Junction.” 

See TramAjrays and Light Railways, 10, 17. 
“Just.” 

See Elections, 77. 

“ Just and reasonable.” 

See Caniers, 12, 


TEltMB AND FHJLVSIAS. 

“Just and eijuitable.” 

See Companies, 99, 371, 372, 37.", 151, 
452. 

“ Justification.” 

See Libel and Slander, 1 1. 

“ Keeping or about to keep.” 

See lulo.xicating Li({uor,s, 2!), 

“ Keeping possession.” 

See Rates and Rating, 73. 

“ Kept or used.” 

See Theatres and Music llidls, 6. 

“Keetoobah.” 

See Seltlemeiifs, 60, 

“ Knowingly allows.’ ’ 

See Inloxicatitig Litpiors, lOS ef eeij. 

“Knowingly do or suffer any act.” 

See Ijaudlui'd and Tenant, 160, 

“ Knowingly interested in contract.” 

See Local (Jovernmeiil, 76. 

“ Knowingly issue.” 

See Compauios, 216, 221, 221. 

“ labourers.” 

See Revenue, 12. 

“ Land.” 

See AgricuKitre, I6-- Charities, 70, 73~ 
Land 'I’ax, 3. 

“ Land bounding or abutting. " 

See Motropolis, 137, 138. 

“ Land covered with water,” 

See. Rate.s and Rating, 3 — Waterworks, 5, 

“ Land for building sites.” 

Sec Landlord and Teuauf, 129. 

“ Land used as a railway.” 

See Rates ami Rating, 14. 

“ Landing, warehousing, and forwarding 
charges, ” 

See Insurance, 91. 

“Landlocked.” 

See Easements and Profits a Prendre, 23, 
“ Landlord’s fixtures." " 

See Landlord and Tenant, 22. , 

“Lands (if any) usually occupied. therewith,” 
See Settlements, 160. 

“Larceny from the person.” 

See Criminal Law, 190. 

“ Last and only will. ’ ’ 

See wills, 67. 

“Latent defect in machinery.” 

See Insurance, 89. 
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LIST OF WOELS, TEEMS AND PHEASES. 


“ Lawfully assume.” 
i^ee Wills, 267. 

• “ Lawfully detained,” 

Seo Lunatics and Persons of Unsound 
Mind, 12,15. 

“ Leading into.” 

See Metropolis, 167. 

Leasehold.” 

See Wills, 65, 

“ Leaving.” 

See Wills, 196. 

“ Legacy.” 

See Death Duties, 79. 

“Legal chose in action.” 

Sec (Jhoses in Action, 10. 

“ Legal cruelty.” 

See Husband and Wife, 127. 

“Legal proceedings.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 108. 

“ Legal representatives,” 

See Wills, 288. 

“Legally appropriated.” 

See Income Tax, 10a. 

“Legally exempt.” 

See Highways, 80. 

“Legatee.” 

See Dependencies and Colonies, 231 — 
Wills, 133. 

“ Lessees, suh-lessees, or tenants.” 

See Sale of Land, 71. 

“ Let.” 

See Landlord and Tenant, 64, 124, 

“Let in different storeys.” 

See Inhabited House Duty, 16. 

“ Liable to be rated.” 

See Metropolis, 106. 

“Liable to be seized.” 

See Pood and Drugs, 76. 

“ Linr and fraud.” 

See Libel and Slander, 36. 

r 

“ Licensed.” 

See Pulilic Health, 65. 

“ Life rent.” 

See Wills, 336. 

“ Limited.” 

j^e Bills of Exchange, 1 — Companies, 12. 

“ Limits of Port,” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 414. 

E.D.— YOL. IV, 


“ Wne.” 

See Insurance, 33. 

“ Line of pipes.” 

See Sewers and Drains, 10. 

“Litigant parties.” 

^ See Intoxicating Liquors, 40. 

“ Loan capital.” 

See Eevenue, 63. 

“Local authority.” 

See Eood and Drugs, 2. 

• 

“ Local works and undertakings.” 

See Dependencies and “Colonies, 118. 

“Lock-up shop.” 

See Public Health, 12. 

“ Lodger.” 

See Elections, 51. 

“ Loitering about.” 

See Gr/iming and Wagering, 49. 

“Loss.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 26, 27, 44, 

“ Loss or forfeiture,” 

Sec Landlord and Tenant, 156. 

“ Loss through negUgeuce of master,” 

Seo Insurance, 172. 

“Loss which can be covered by insurance.” 

See Carriers, 4. 

“Lost.” 

See Shipping and N.avigation, 44, 311, 
“Lumped.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 64. 

“ Mainly.” 

See Rates and Rating, 9. 

“ Maintain and uphold.” 

See Railways and Canals, 29. 

“Maintaining, educating, and in bringing-up.” 
See WiUs, 327. 

“ Maintaining siding in full efficiency,” 

See Railways and Canals, 29. 

“ Maintenance of , . . school of learning,” 

See Charities, 2. 

“ Majority in value of the shareholders.” 

See Metropolis, 175. 

“Make.” 

See Charities, 29, 

# 

‘ ‘ Make down.” 

See Stock Exchange, 30. 

“ Make, use, exercise, and vend.” 

See Practice and Procedure, 20. 
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Minerals.” 

Sre Conipulrtovy I’lircliase, 77— Mines ivml 
Minerals, 11. 
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“Making and existence of bye-law.” ♦ 
Sro Local Government, 40. 

“Making and finishing of bricks.' ’ 

See Factory and Workshop, 11. 

“ Making, using, exercising, or vending.” ^ 
See Patents and Inventions, 301. 

“ Male servant.” 

See Levenne, 10. 

“Management.” ^ 

See Lcpcnclencies and Cotoiiies, 197- 
Shipping, 110,^141. 

“Management or administration.” 

See Partnership, 23. 

“ Manager.” 

See Criminal Law, 176. 

f- 

“Man in possession.” 

See Distress, 22— Hates and Eating, .73. 

“ Manner of new manufacture.” 

Sec Patenls. 87, 88. 

“ Manufacture.” 

See Eevenue, 14. 

“ Margarine." 

See Food and Drugs, 19, 81, 87. 

“ Marketable security.” 

See Eevenue, 62, 66. 

“ Master patent.” 

,Soe Patents and Inventions, 104. 

“ Matter of procedure.” 

See, Statutes, 17. 

“ Means.” 

See Bankruptcy 'and Insolvency, 2. 

“ Meat." 

See Time, 6. 

" Medical assistanoe.” 

See Elections, 8. 

“Medical referee.” 

See Evidence, 27. 

“Memorandum." 

See fialc of Goods, 30. , 

“ Mercantile agent." 

See Agency, 17 . 

“ Metal." 

See Patents and Inventions, 36. 

“ Metes, bounds, and admeasurements.” 

See Highways, 48. 

“ Mine.” 

See Master and Servant, 231, 233. 


“ Mines, seams, veins and beds,” 

See Mines and Minerals, 3, 

“ Mines of coal, ironstone, slate or other 
minerals.” 

See Mines and Minerals, 14, 16. 

“ Missionary objects.” 

See Charities, 79, 

" Mistake." 

Sro Elections, 67, 

“ Mistake or other reasonable cause.” 

See Master and Servant, 97. 

“Moderate.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 237. 

“ Money in bank.” 

Ncc Wills, 118, 119. 

“ Money or other Estate.” 

See- Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 220— 
Husband and Wife, 38. 

“ Money payable periodically in perpetuity.” 

See Eevenue, 36. 

“ Money recovered or preserved.” 

See Solicitor, 44. 

“ Money which is liable to be laid out in the 
purchase of land,” 

See Settlements, 42. 

“Moneys owing.” 

See Wills, 120. 

“ Month.” 

See Time, 2. 

“ Mortality.” 

See Insurance, 142. 

“ Mortgage.” 

See Eevenue, 69, 76. 

“ Mortgage or charge created by company.” 

See Companies, 91. 

“Mother,” 

See Wills, 46. ^ 

“ Must.” 

See Practice and Procedure, 12, 

“ Mutually,” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 69. 

“ My own nephews and nieces.” 

Wills, 166. 

“ My testamentary expenses and duties.” 

See Death Duties, 41. 
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LIST OF WOEDS, TEEMS AND PHEASES. 


“Ifew street.” 

See Highways, 152 — Metropolis, 141. 

” New trustee.” 

See Trust and Trustees, 46. 


“ My trustees.” 

See Trust and Trustees, 113. 

“ My wife and children.” 

See Insurance, 49. 


“ Narrow channel.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 2G6, 268, 
269. 

“ Natural.” 

See Trade Marks and Desigirs, 183, 

“ Natural Representative.” 

See Wills, 166. 

“ Nature, substance, and q^uality.” 

See Foods and Drugs 14, 29, 81, 85, 

“ Navigating.” 

See Waters and Watercourses, 49, 

“ Necessary.” 

Sec Shipping and Navigation, 161. 

” Necessary for adoption.” 

See Highways, 130. 

“ Necessary legal assistance.” 

See Public Health, 23. 

“ Necessary or proper.” 

See Practice and Procedure, 28. 

“ Necessary works of repair.” 

See Metropolis, 140. 

“ Neglect." 

See Criminal Law, 134— Dependencies and 
Colonies, 110 — Ecclesiastical Law, 38, 

“ Neglect and default of master,” 

See Shipping, 142. 

“Negligence.” 

See Inns and Innkeepers, 5. 

“ Negligence of owner’s servants.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 62. 

“Negotiated to a holder in due course.” 

See Bills of Exchange, 18, 20. 

” Neighbourhood.” 

Trade and Trade Unions, 21, 

“ Neighbouring.” 

See landlord and Tenant, 19. 

“ Nephews and Nieces.” 

See WiUs, 167. 

‘i New building,” 

See Local Government, 130, 131, 136. 

“ New bujial ground.” 

^ee Burial and Cremation,'.!. 

New management.” 

See Insurance, 122. 


“ ?Tewspapers.” 

See Criminal Law, 93. 

“ Next eldest.” 

See Wills, 158. 

“Next of kia.” 

See Wills, 38'S. , 

“Nil.” 

See Elections, 24. 

“ No reason.” 

See Damages, 2. 

* 

“ Non-textile factory,” 

See Master and Servant, 214. 

“ Non-user.” 

See Trade Marks and Designs, 146, 

“Nominal damages.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 314. 

“ Not already used.” 

See Burials and Cremation, 5. 

“ Not at a rack rent.” 

See Solicitors, 79. 

“ Not belonging to the company.” 

See Railways and Canals, 45. 

“Not negotiable.” 

See Bankers and Banking, 17. 

“ Not under command.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 269, 279, 280. 

“Not unduly preferring,” 

See Executors and Administrators, 169, 
170. 

“ Notable.” 

See Ecclesiastical Law, 36. 

“ Now paid.” 

See BiUs of Sale, 23. 


“ Object.” 

See Carriers, 20. 

“ Obliged to resign.” 

See Friendly Societies, 18. 

“ Occupation.” 

See Bills of Sale, 16. 

“ Occupied house.” 

See Metropolis, 171. 


0 — 2 
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* 

“ Occupier.’ 

Hre Elccl ions, 7‘.)— Rates and Rating, 81 — 
Highways, 1. 

“ Occupier of agricultural laud.” 
tSi'c i.gi'icuUuro, 16. 

“ Of." 

See Wills, 61. 

“ Of a trifling nature." 

See Magistrates, 21 — Piiblic Health, 22. 

“ Of an’d incident to." • 

See Compulsory Pujehase, .51. 

“ Of the seas, fire, jettisons, &c." 

. See Insur.ance, 103. 

“ Offence against morality." 

See Hcclcsiastical f^aw, 1. 

• 

“ Offer of shares to the public.” 

See Coin panics, 20, 317. 

"Office and offices." 

See Local G<ivcrnmcnt, 33. 

"Office, service, or employment.” 

See Elections, 41. 

" Officer." 

See Local Government, G1 — Public 
Authorities, BO. 

" Officer of a company." 

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 117, 

" Offices." 

See. Elections, 61. 

" Omission.” 

See Sale of Land, 25. 

"Omitted." 

See Metropolis, 106. 

" Omnibus." 

See. Tramways and Light Railways, 31. 

" On approval." 

See Sale of Goods, 30. 

"On deck." 

See Insurance, 78, 

" On due cause shown." 

See Companies, 492. 

" On or before." 

See Bills of Sale, 30. 

" On, in, or about." 

See Master and Servant, 208, 209, 211,219 
232, 236, 287. 

" On security of." 

See Wills, 320. 

"One building," 

See Sewers and Drains, 1, 7. 


" One hour after sunset.” 

S<‘e Time, 1. 

" One house." 

<SVv! Inhabited Ilnusc Duty, <i, 13. 

" One messuage or dwelling-house." 

See. Sale of Land, 12. 

" One per cent, on the purchase money." 

Si'e Agency, 26. 

"One year’s wages," 

S<'e Wills, 114, 

" Only a principal or primary security.” 

See Revenue, 20. 

"Open or kept open." 

See Inlnxicating Liiptors, 01. 

" Opened quarries." 

See Sctllcmcnts, 106. 

" Opinion of one witness.” 

See. Stre(‘t Trallic, 1 3, 

" Opportunity of being heard." 

See Clubs, 1. 

" Opposing a will." 

See Executors and A<luiini8trators, 129. 

" Option of renewal." 

Sec Landlord and Tenant, 42. 

"Or." 

See Criminal Law and Procedure, 56 — 
Wills, 61— Charities, 78, 

" Or any other cause whatsoever." 

See Contract, 38. 

" Or elsewhere." 

See Criminal Law, llu. 

" Or his successors." 

See Contract, 46, 

" Or in any other way beneficial to the corps," 
See Charities, 38. 

" ‘ Or ’ not read as ‘ and.’ " 

See Settlements, 120. 

" Or other agent." 

See Criminal Law and Proccdirro, 164, 

1 " Or other mechanical power.” 

See Master and Servant, ^17. 

" Or otherwise." 

See Shipping and Navigation, 139. 

" Or otherwise as she shall direct." ^ 

See Powers, 4, 

" Or thereby." 

Nee. Boundaries and Fences, 3. 
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LIST OF WORDS, TERMS AND PHRASES. 


“ Order,” 

See Metropolis, 86. 

“ Order and disposition.” 

See Bills of Sale, 8. 

‘ ‘ Order for payment or otherwise.” 

See Public Health, 60. 

“ Ordinary.” 

See Easements, 47. 

“ Ordinary course of business.” 

See Auctions and Auctioneers, 8, 

“ Ordinary user.” 

See Easements, 47. 

“ Ordinary residence.” 

See Baukruptcy and Insol vencj', 1 14. 
“Other.” 

See Settlements, 67 — Wills, 138, 228. 

“ Other building.” 

See Elections, 84. 

“Other estate.” 

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 220 — 
Husband and Wife, 38. 

“ Other proper outgoings.” 

See Railways and Canals, 86, 87. 

“ Other property,” 

See Poor Law, S. 

“ Otter trawl.” 

See Fisheries, 28. 

“ Ought.” 

See Practice and Procedure, 12, 

“ Out of and in the course of the employment.” 

See Master and Servant, 241, 242, 247, 
250, 251, 252, 253, 254, 255, 259, 264, 
316, 342. 

“Out of income.” 

See WiUs, 375. 

' •> 

“ Outgoings.” 

See Factories and Workshops, 21 — Settle- 
ments, 187. 

‘ ‘ Outstanding Cheques . ’ ’ 

See Bankers and Banking, 8, 9. 

“ Outward, external and visible cause.” 

See Insitrance, 54. 

“ Owner.” 

See Fisheries, 12 — Highways, 128, 173, 
176 — Metropolis, 49, 147 — Public 
•Health, 39. 

“ Owner in default.” 

See Highways, 177, 178 — Mines and 
Minerals. 11 — Shipping and Naviga- 
tion, 362. 


“iPaokage,” “Parcel.” 

See Food and Drugs, 81 — 84. 

“Paid.” 

See Graining and Wagering, 12. 

“ Paid by.” 

* See Income Tax, 50. 

“Paid in full.” 

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 35. 

“ Parent.” « 

See Criminal Law, 132, 

“ Parish.” 

See Charities, *19. 

“Park.” 

See Settlements, 160. 

“Part.” 

See TSSetropolis, 161. 

“Particular Estate.” 

See Limitation of Actions, 39, 

“ Particular purpose.” 

See Sale of Hoods, 79. 

“ Particular work.” 

See Highways, 92. 

“ Party.” 

See Intoxicating Liquors, 38. 

“ Party aggrieved.” 

See Markets and Fairs, 6. 

“ Party interested.” 

See Solicitor, 42. 

“Passage home.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 46, 46. 

“Passengers.” 

See Shipphig, 391. 

“Passengers’ luggage.” 

See Carrier’s, 11, 14. 

“ Passengers’ own risk,” 

See Railways and Canals, 72. 

“Patients.” 

See Public Health, 29. 

“Pay.” 

See Bills of Exchange, 10, 

“ Payable.” 

See Wills, 233. 

“ Payment.” 

See Contempt and Attachment, 24. 

“Pecuniary investments” 

See WiUs, 122. 

“ Penalty,” 

See Builders, Building Contracts, 19 — ' 
Damages, 4, 4 a, 5, 
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“ Pending.” '■ 

Sec Contempt and Attachment, 17. 

“ Perils of the sea.” 

See^ Shipping and Navigation, 109, M4, 

“Permit.” P 

See Landlord and Tenant, (57. 

“ Permitting.” 

See Rates and Rating, 83, 

“ Persistent cruelty.” 

See Ecclesiastical Law, 2. 

“ Person.” 

See Markets and Fair.s, 13. 

“Person aggrieved.” 

Intoxicating Liquors, 122 — Rates and 
Rating, 33 — Traile Maid^s and De- 
signs, r>2, 73. 

“Person hy whose order such weight or traffic 
had been conducted.” 

See Highways, 91, 91, 

“ Person directly affected by the appeal.” 

Sec Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 131. 

“ Person having the powers of a tenant for life.” 
See Settlement, 140. 

“Person in actual possession.” 

' Wills, 2GG. 

“ Person insured,” 

Sde Insurance, B8. 

“Person interested.” 

See Local Government, .5, 

“Person in the employment of the company.” 

See Companies, 150. 

“ Personal representatives.” 

jSipe Executor.s and Administrators, 132. 

“ Personally or by proxy.” 

See Companies, 354. 

“ Persons deeming themselves aggrieved.” 

See Metropolis, 12. 

“ Persons interested." 

See Dependencies and Colonies, 105 — 
Insurance, 41. 

” Person liable to repair.” 

See Highways, 81. 

“ Personal estate.” »■ 

See Charities, 72-73 — Conflict of Laws 
49— Wills, 126, 129. 

»' Pistol.” 

See Public Health, 70. 


RMS ANI) IBIRASES. 

” Place,” 

See, Criminal Law and I’rocedurc. (55— 
Gaming .and Wagering, 38, 39, 40, 41, 
42, 13, 44, 4.5, 4(1, 47— 1 nto.xicating 
Liquors, 1(5— M.agistralcs, 2(5 

“Place of business.” 

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 114. 

“ Place of public resort.” 

See Local Government, 2(5. 

“ Plaintiff.” 

See Practice and I’rocodurc, 125. 

“ Plaintiff or pursuer in an action.” 

See Pr.actico and Procedurci, 239, 210. 

“ Plant.” 

See Income Tax, 5(1. 

“ Plant and materials." 

See Bmlders, Buikling Cmdnict, 5;c., 22. 

“ Plate.” 

See Revenue, 8. 

“ Plying for hire,” 

Sec Street Trafllo, 2. 

“Points of intersection.” 

See Metropolis, 1 SO. 

“ Policy of life assurance.” 

See Revenue, 51). 

“ Port agreed to by the seamen.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 17. 

“ Port charges,” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 19i8. 

“ Port or ports, place or places.” 

See Insurance, 91. 

“ Possession.” 

Sec Fisheries, 18, 

“ Pound breach.” 

See Distress, 23. 

“ Practice and procedure.” 

See Practice and Pi'ocedurc, 220. 

“ Precincts,” 

Sea Waters and Watercourses, 02. 

“ Predecessor.” ^ 

See Death Duties, 90, 91. 

“Premises,” 

*S'ee Metropolis, 174 — Tramways and Light 
Railways, 14, 

“ Preparing and completing conveyance.” 

■ See Solicitors, 83. 

“ Present, absolute and unconditional right.” 

See Companies, 343. 
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‘ Present and future rates. ” 

tSee Landlord and Tenant, 78. 

‘ Present right to receive.” 

See Limitation of Actions, 44, 58. 

‘ Pretend or profess.” 

See Criminal Law, 213. 

‘ Prevented.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 19. 

Previously ascertained.” 

See Weights and Measures, 9. 

‘ Principal mansion-house.” 

See Settlements, 161. 

* Print or cause to print.” 

See Copyright, 6. 

‘ Private dwelling-house.” 

See Metropolis, 94. 

‘ Private resident only.” 

See Sale of Land, 12. 

Private residential plots.” 

See Sale of Land, 6. 

“ Proceeding.” 

See Companies, 384 — Husband and Wife, 
102 — Executors and Administrators, 
92— Master and Servant, 16. 

“ Proceeding instituted in consequence of 
adultery.” 

See Husband and Wife, 226, 

“ Proceeds of sale.” 

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 278. 

“Professional charges.” 

See Solicitors, 28 — ^Wills, 329. 

“ Profits.” 

See Income Tax, 17, 67— Partnership, 8— 
Waterworks, 22. 

“ Profits from time to time available for 
dividend.” 

See Companies, 159. 

“ Promise to answer for the debt of another,” 

See Guarantee, 15. 

“ Proper." 

See Practice and Procedure, 27, 

“ Proper and convenient situations.” 

See Public Health, 51. 

“Property.” 

~See Revenue, 31, 48, 49 — Wills, 73. 

“ Property in possession or expectancy.” 

See Settlements, 111. 


“^Property locally situate out of the United 
Kingdom.” 

See Revenue, 32. 

“ Property recovered or preserved.” 

See Solicitors, 62, 98. 

‘■^Proprietor.” 

See Dependencies and Colonies, 224 — 
Waterworks, 2. 

“ Proprietor of the author’s manuscript.” 

See Copyright, 1 9. 

• 

“ Prosecute.” 

See Patents and Inventions, 200 

“ Prospective interest.” 

See Income Tax, 21. 

“ Prospectus.” 

See €ipmpanies, 130. 

“ Provide,” 

See Public Health, 69, 

“ Provide him with a passage home,” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 45, 

“ Provided and used.” 

See Burial and Cremation, 1. 

“ Public.” 

>See Companies, 347. 

“ Public allotment.” 

See Companies, 291, 

“ Public building.” 

See Factories and Workshops, 2— 
Metropolis, 28, 

“ Public document.” 

See Evidence, 29, 

“ Public duty or authority.” 

See Public Authorities and Public Officers, 
23. 

“ Public elementary school.” 

See Rates and Eating, 9. 

“ Public hospital.” 

See Coroners, 2. 

.“Purchaser in default.” 

See Sale of Land, 21, 

“Purchaser for value.” 

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 284. 

‘ ‘ Purpose.” 

See Companies, 266. 

“ Pursuit of game,” 

See Game, 10, 11. 

“Putrid solid matter.” 

See Waters and Watercourses, 19. 
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‘ Quality and measurement unknown.” ^ 
/SV(' a,ucl Kilvigation, 118. 

‘‘ Quotation.” 

,S(r Conlract, ill). 

r 

“Hallway,” 

(SV’i" Tramway.'! and Ligbl raulwfiys, ll.’j. 

“Hailway Company.” 

^^^r Hail ways and Oanals, ."d. 

■•Heady money.” , 

;SW- Wills, 121, 122. 

“Real and leasehold securities.” 

I^rr Trusts .and Trustees, t)l. 

“ Real and personal estate.” 

Sor Husband and Wife, 21. 

“Real resident holder and occupier. 

;SV‘/> Hitoxicnling laipior.s, f!, 2!), 117. 

“Reasonable and proportionate to the injury.” 

iSrc M.ister and Servant, Gl. 

“Reasonable cause.” 

Sre Dependencies and Ctolenios, l',)l — 
Shipping and Navigation, ;H7. 

“Reasonable charges of selling,” 
iSc<> Rates and Hating, 7(). 

“Reasonable excuse,” 

*W' Husband and Wife, 1.11 — [’awnbrokers 
and Pledges, 3. 

“Reasonable notice.” 

See Game, 17— Landlord and Tenant, 20. 
“Reasonable time," 

See Bills of Exchange, lU. 

“Reasonable wear and tear excepted,” 

See Landlord and Tciunit, ll.l. 
“Reasonably.” 

• See Libel and Slandci', 12. 

“ Reasonably necessary and proper.” 

See Settlement, 32. 

“ Rebuilding. ’ 

See Settlements, 38, 

“ Rebuilding and equipment.” 

See Ch.arities, 15, 

“ Receipt,” 

See Eevennos, 75, 70, 77. 

“ Reconstructed.” 

See Metropolis, 88. 

“ Reconstruction.” 

See Settlements, 10, 

“Record.” 

See Criminal Law, 117. 

“Recovered in the action.” 

See Practico and Procedure, 7.“. 


“Recovery of.” 

See ('ontemjii and Attue.lunent, 21. 

■'• Re-engagemont.” 

See Tlieatres :ind Music Hulls. 1. 

“ Refuse.” 

See Sewers and Drains, 18. 

“ Refusal.” 

See Ecclesiasticnl Imw, 38. 

“Registered.’’ 

SVv'Trade Marks !uid Design.s. 2U3, 21tl, 21 1 

'• Regular running.” 

See Trainw.uj's and Ligljt Hailway.s, 3l). 

“ Regulations.’’ 

See t!funi)anies, 2.5.5, 

“Religions purposes.” 

Nee Charities, 10. 

“ Remaining part.” 

See Wills, 220. 

“ Removal," 

See Intoxicating Lniuor.s, Oil. 

“Rent.” 

See LiuiitaLion of actions, 27. 

“Rent payable.” 

See ineoiuc Tii.x, 70. 

“Repair.” 

See Jilaster and Servant, L5!)- 
“ Repairs.’’ 

Nee Hales and Hating, 10. 

“ Repaired value.” 

See, In.surance, 108. 

•‘ Reputed owners.” 

See Highways, 102. 

“Required to resign.’’ 

See blaster and Servant, 432, 

“Requirements.” 

See Sale of Goods, 20. 

“ Resided.’’ 

Sea Poor J^aw, r>2. 

“ Residing.” 

See ’Wills, 271. 

“ Residing in United Kingdom.” 

Sen Hicume Tax, 1, 33. 

“ Residing with.” 

iSee Poor Law, 17, 

“ Residential plots.” 

See Sale of I.and, 0. 

“Residue and remainder.’’ 

See Wdls, 75. 
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LIST OF WORDS, TERMS AND PHRASES. 


“ Restricted intercommunication.” 

See Telegraphs and Telephones, 2. 

“ Retained.” 

See Trusts and Trustees, 72. 

“Revealing.” 

See Contract, Iti, 

“Revenue.” 

See Wills, 72. 

“Right not before in existence.” 

See llevenue, iS. 

“Right of appeal.” 

See Practice and Procedure, 200, 208. 

“Running silt,” 

See Gas, 0. 

“ Sailed ” and “ Sailing.” 

See Insurunce, SL 
“ Salary.” 

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 1-18, 119. 
“ Salary, perquisite, or profit.” 

See Income Tax, 7, 10. 

“ Sale, pledge, or other disposition.” 

See AucUous anil Auctioneers, 8. 

“Salvage.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 330, 318. 

“ Same description of goods.” 

See Trade Marks and Designs, 9. 

“ Same interest.” 

See Practice and Procedure, 63. 

“ Same state as when purchased.” 

See Pood and Drugs, 63. 

“ Same transaction.” 

See Practice and Procedure, 61, 65. 

“ Satisfied.” 

See Innnities and Persons of Unsound 
Mind, 3. 

“ Scaffolding.” 

See Master and Servant, 1.66, 167, 158, 
159, 160 .wg. 

“ Scheme legally established.” 

See Charities, 9. 

“ Schooiier of beer.” 

See Inloxicating Liquors, 100. 

“ Sea” and “ Sea-heach.” 

See Boumlaries and Fences, 1. 

“ Sealed and fastened up.” 

See Food and Drugs, 51. 

“ Seamen.*’ 

See Criminal Law, 121. 


‘ ‘,^earch and pnrsuit of game,” 

See Game, 11. 

“ Sea-shore.” 

See Waters and W atcrcourses, 52. 

“ Secret profits.” 

^ See Companies, 122. 

“ Secretary.” 

Sec Clubs, 3. 

“ Securities.” 

See Trusts and Trustees, 91. 

“ Security to the saj^isfaction of the master.” 

See Practice and Procedure, 40. 

“ Seditious.” 

See Libel and Slander, 62. 

“ Seizure.” 

See Insurance, 111. 

“Sending out, delivery or removal,” 

See Intoxicating Liquors, 126. 

“ Separate dwellings.” 

See Inhabited House Duty, 23. 

“ Separately published,” 

See Copyright, 41. 

“ Serious and wilful misconduct.” 

See Master and Servant, 310, 316, 
“Servant.” 

See Companies, 387 — Theatres and Music 
Halls, 2. 

“ Set apart for the purposes of interment.” 

See Burial and Cremation, 14. 

“ Set up in practice.” 

See Medicine and Pharmacy, 2. 

“ Setting out of soldiers.” 

See Perpetuities, 12. 

“ Settled.” 

See Insurance, 12. 

Settled land.” 

See Settlement, 136, 167. 

“ Settled property.” 

See Death Duties, 20, 61, 64. 

“ Settlement.” 

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 2S6 — 
Husband and Wife, 277 — Eevenue, 
78, 79— Settlement, 136. 

“ Severable.” 

See Perpetuities, 18. 

“Sewer.” * 

See Highways, 160 — Metropolis, 68, 70, 
71, 72, 74 — SaleoELaild, 127 — Sewers 
and Drains, 1, 24, 39, 63 — ^Water and 
Watercourses, 9. 
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“ Sewered or uusewered property.” r 

jSd't’ Depeudcncies and Colonies, 

“ Shall he sooner paid.” 

t‘>'pe Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 21(5. 

" Shall be taken in execution.” ^ 

Sfjc E.xecution, 12. 

“ Shall not be allowed.” 

iS'ee Factories and Workshops, 1(5. 

“ Shall refuse or neglect.” , 

Ecclesiastical Law, SS, ♦ 

“ Share.” r 

Sre ^Vills, 2U1). 

“ Sheet of letter-press.” 

jSf‘(! Copyright, 9. 

“ Sheet of music.” , 

/SVtf Copyright. 21. * 

“ Ship and its furniture.” 
iStv. Tasurance, 8(5. 

” Shop.” 

tS'ee Public Health, o.", oO. 

” Shop plots.” 

/S't‘6’ B do of Land, G. 

“ Show cause.” 

tSce Poor Law, 22. 

‘ Simple.” 

(She Sale of Land, 138. 

” Single private drain.” 

/S'ee Bale of I^and, 123 — Bewers and 
Drains, 1, 8. 

" Single woman.” 

(S'cfj Bastardy, 5, G. 

“ Sinking fund.” 

Companies, 47. 

“ Six years after my decease.” 

See Wills, 22G. 

” Sledge, drag, or such like carriage.” 

See Highways, 119. 

“Slip or covering note.” 

See Insurance, 83. 

“ So licensed.” 

See Intoxicating Liquors, 71, 

“So long as she shall continue to live separate 
and apart.” 

See Husband and Wife, 79. 

“ Son.” 

See Wills, 106. 

“ Sold or offered for sale.” 

See Copyright, 22. 


“ Soldier being on active military service.” 

See IVills, 29. 

“Solely.” 

See Revenue, 2. 

“ Solemnised.” 

iSVv Setdemonts, 123. 

“Solicitor.” 

See Mortg!iges, 2(5 -Sulieifors, L”, 

“Sought to be transferred.” 

See Friendly Sueieties, 17. 

“Sovereigns of Europe.” 

See Criminal Law, 100, 

“Special Act.” 

See Compulsory Purcliase, 

“ Special circumstances.” 

See Arbi (ration, 2(" I’nicLiee ;uid I’ro- 
eodiire, 209 — Shipping ami Naviga- 
tion, 2(52. 

“ Special reason.” 

See B.-inkruptcy and Insolveney, 83, 81, 
2.‘L 

“ Specially authorised.” 

See Trust and Trustee, (5.~. 

“ Specific documents.” 

See Discovery, G, 8, lo, 

“Sporting paper.” 

See Press aTul Printing, 4. 

“ Stage carriage.” 

See Tramways and Light Railways, ILG. 

“ Stage of the proceedings.” 

See Criminal Law and Procedure, 23. 

“ Standing or plying for hire.” 

See Street Traffic, 3. 

“Statement.” 

See Income Tax, 48. 

“ Steps in proceedings,” 

See Arbitration, 41-44. 

“Stocks or shares.” 

See Practice and Procedure, 1G7. 

“Stream.” 

See Waters and Watcrcoursesj 9, 11. 

“ Street.” 

See Highwa.ys, 179, ISG— Metropolis, 32, 
124. 

‘ ‘ Strictly alimentary .” 

See Conflict of Laws, 38. 

“ Structure,” 

See. Metropolis, 19, 20, 24. 
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“ Subject of average,” 

Insurance, 17. 

“ Subject to and with tbe benefit of." 
Mortgages, 40, 42. 

“ Subject to military law.” 

iSes Eoyal Forces, 6. 

“Subscribed.” 

Distress, 14. 

“ Subsequently discovered.” 

*SVe Ooinpanies, 111. 

“Substantial commencement of tbe works.” 

/Scv Tramways and Light Railways, 20. 


“ Surveyor for the time being.” 

See Metropolis, 166. 

“ Survived her coverture.” 

See Settlements, 122. 

“|Surviving.” 

* See Wills, 136. 

“ Survivors.” 

See Settlements, 67 — ^Wills, 138, 139, 141. 

“ Survivors or survivor.” 

See Settlements, 67. 

“ Suspending,” * 

See Master and Servant, 308. 


“ Substantial error or defect in the procedure.” 

See Dependencies and Colonies, 233. 

“Substantially different,” 

See Patents and Inventions, 16. 

“ Substantially of local and private interest.” 

See Dependencies and Colonies, 93. 

“ Substituted security.” 

See Revenue, 66. 

“ Successor.” 

See Pawnbrokers and Pledges, 2. 

“ Successors.” 

See Mortgage, 97. 

“ Sudden and urgent necessity.” 

See Poor Law, 3. 

“ Sufficient ability.” 

See Poor Law, 11. 

“ Sufficient cause.” 

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 123, 252. 


“ Taken fro^ alongside.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 75. 

“Taken in execution.” 

See Metropolis, 105. 

“Taxed costs.” 

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 145. 

“ Teaching purposes.” 

See Charities, 43. 

“ Tenant for life.” 

See Settlement, 13, 136. 

“Tender.” 

See Admiralty, 25. 

“Tenement.” 

See Inhabited House Duty, 12 — Real 
Property, 16. 

“ Terminal charges.” 

See Railways and Canals, 33. 


“ Sufficient contrary intention.” 

See Executors and Administrators, 144. 


“ Terms not exceeding three months." 
See Rates and Bating, 87, 


“ Sufficiently indicate the nature of the defence,” 

See County Courts, 86. 


“ Testamentary expenses.” 

See Death Duties, 27, 30, 44, 72. 


“ Suing and labouring.” 

See Insurance, 166, 167, 169, 172. 

“ Sum in his possession or under his control.” 

/S'ee, Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 134. 

“ Sums payable or chargeable.” 

See Income Tax, 59. 

“Sundays and holidays excepted.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 199. 

“ Superfluous land.” 

See Compulsory Purchase, 9 — Railways 
and Canals, 14. 


‘ The rest of my money.” 

See Wills, 123.. 

‘ fhen surviving.” 

See Wills, 140. 

Then value." 

See Tramways and Light Railways, 24, 
29. 

Theretofore kept.” 

See Intoxicating Liquors, 67. 

“ Thereunto lawfully authorised.” 

See Contracts, 91, 


“ Surplus assets.” 

See Companies, 400, 402, 603. 


“Thief.” 

See Libel and Slander, 31. 
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“ Thirty days in port after arrival.” 

See Tnaurauce, 110, 

“ This my will.” 

tSrr. Death Duties, 83, 

“Throwing litter.” 

iScp Metropolis, 10!). 

“ Tidal waters.” 

iSV’e Waters and Waicrcoursos, 2.0. 
“Timher.” 

jSVy; Highways, lOl). <• 

“ Time of payment.” 

;S'(V’ Bills of Sale, 30. 

“ To he inhabited, &c.” 

SWj Metropolis, 32, 3J. 

“ To he paid at such times as ,.they may 
determine.” *■ 

SWi Coiiipaiiica, 117. 

“ Tons burden.” 

Soo Shiijping, 432. 

*' Tools and implements of trade. ” 

Distress, 11 — E.xecutioiis. 0. 

“ Tort.” 

Sw Oouniy Courts, 50. 

“ Total cost of works.” 

Sec EviclcJicc, 7, 

“ To pay as may he paid thereon.” 

See Insurance, 103, 107. 

“ To produce a clear yearly sum.” 

Sec Death Duties, 7.3. 

“ To the annoyance of inhabitants or passen- 
gers.” 

Sec Local Crovernmont, 30. 

“ To the common danger of passengers,” 

See Street Traffic, 10. 

“ To the prejudice of the purchaser.” 

Sec Dood aiul Drugs, 17. 

“ To you.” 

See Agency, 1. 

“Trade.” 

See Auctions and Auctioneers, IS — Baiik- 
rtiptcy and Insolvency, ,5 — Income 
Tax, 17 — Partnership, 11. 

“Trade description.” 

See Trade Marks .and Designs, 170. 

“ Trade manufacture, or business.” 

See. Waterworks, 2^, 28. 

“Trade or business,” 

Sec Bankruptcy and Insolvency, .5, 230. 

“ Tramcar.” 

&e’ Tramways and Light Eaihvays, 31. 


TEEMS ANL PHEASES. 

, [“Transaction.” 

See Solicitors, 81. 

“Trials.” 

See Insurance, 81), 00. 

. “Tributary.” 

^ See Fislierie.s, 0, 10. 

“ Tricky and misleading.” 

See Insurance, 3.S. 

“True and correct statement.” 

See Income Tax, 18. 

“True Owner.” 

See Bankrnpicy and luMlvency, 221), 22!>. 
“Trustees.” 

See Executors and Administralors, 107, 
200, 211- -Tnisl.s and Trustees. II. 

“Turf.” 

See Landlord and Tenant, 20. 

“ Tuteur.” 

AW' Liniiitic.s, &e., 10. 

“ Two directors shall be a (piorura.” 

See Companies, 112. 

“Two voyages per month, fortnightly.” 

See Shipping ami Havigatiou, 81. 


“ TTncontrolled Discretion.” 

See Trusts and 'TruHlces, 115. 

“ Under a fair and reasonable supposition,” 

See Magistrate, 15. 

“Under no control.” 

Sec Shipping and Navigation, 280 

“Under the Act.” 

See. M.istcr and Servant, 121. 

“Under way.” 

See Sliipping and Navigation, 203. 

“ Under-gardener. ” 

Sec ilevenue, 1 1. 

“ Undertaker." 

See. Master and Servant, 27, 30, 35, 37 
el ,mj., iy2a, 201, 332, 

“ Undertaking.” 

See, Tramways and Light llailwa}’^, 21. 

“ Undistributed assets.” 

Se.o Companies, 188. 

“ Undivided moiety,” 

See Wills, SO. 

“ Undue or fraudulent preference,” 

See Companies, 131. 

“ Unfair criticisms,” 

See Libel and Slander, 1. 
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‘ ‘ Unforeseen calamity.” 

. See Contract, 47 — Partnership, 27. 

“ Unlawfully.” 

See Criminal Law, 189. 

“ Unlawfully or maliciously.” 

See Criminal Law and Procedure, 189, 
195. 

“ Unless presented hy the company.” 

See Companies, 498. 

“ [Inreasonahie delay.” 

See Husband and Wife, 211. 

” Unseaworthiness.” 

See Shipping, 149. 

“ Untrue statements.” 

See Companies, 1.3.8. 

“ Untruly declares.” 

See Income Tax, 42. 

“ Upon complaint hy on hehalf of party 
aggrieved.” 

See Criminal Law, 111. 

“ Use upon a use.” 

See Rent-charges and Annuities, 1. 

” Used for the gratuitous supply of water to 
the inhabitants of the district.” 

See Public Health, 11. 

“ Used in the ordinary business of the bank.” 

See Bankers and Banking, 28 — Evidence, 
23. 

“ User.” 

See Highways, 50, 

“Usual place of discharge.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 177. 

“ Usually occupied therewith.” 

See Settlement, ICO. 

“ Utmty.” 

See Patents and Inventions, 92, 137. 


“Vessel used in navigation.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 260. 

“ Vest,” 

See Highways, 179. 

“Victualling allowance.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 214. 

“ Village communities.” 

See Dependencies and Colonies, 238. 

“ Visitors.” 

See Easements and Profits d Prendre, 19, 

“ Voluntary Blindness.” 

See Husband and Wife, 164. 


f 4 Voluntary conlributions.” 

See Rates and Eating, 101. 

“Voluntary school.” 

See Rates and Rating, 9, 

^‘Voluntary settlements,” 286. 

“ Wages.” 

See Companies, 388. 

“ Wait order.”* 

Railways and Canals, 48. . 

“Walking , , . to 'be deemed a safe arrival.” 
See Insurance, 31. 

‘'Warehouse.” 

See Master and Servant, 228. 

“ Waste gsround or common land.” 

See Highways, 64. 

“Waste water.” 

See Piailways and Canals, 97. 

“Watching and besetting.” 

See Practice and Procedure, 67 — Trade 
and Trade Unions, GO, 61, 62, 

“Weir.” 

See Fisheries, 6. 

“Wharf.” 

See Master and Servant, 198. 

“What is left." 

See Wills, 392. 

“When and if the purchase is completed hy 
private treaty." 

See Agency, 29. 

“Where death results from the injury.” 

See Master and Servant, 249. 

“ Where money is required.” 

See Settlements, 146. 

“Which he knew to be false.” 

See Libel and Slander, 20. 

“ Which is constructed or adapted for use and 
is used solely for the conveyance of any 
goods.” 

See Revenue, 1, 3. 

“Who has any superintendence entrusted to 
him.” 

See Master and Servant, 374. 

“ Whole of the income.” 

See Wills, 366. 

“Wholly employed aS'a domestic servant.” 

See Public Health, 55. 

“Wholly maintained hy voluntary contribu- 
tions " 

See Charities, 11. 
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“ Wh(Jlly or in part dependent.’^ . 

I:>ce Master and Servant, 102, 101, 105, 

lot), 118. 

“Wliose decision shall be final.” 

See Arbitration, 29. 

“Widow.” ^ 

See Insurance, 65— Wills, 46, 145. 

“ Wife of a son.” 

See Wills, 148. 

“Wilful default.” , 

^Sfefi'Sale of Land, 22, 23. 

“ Wilful Boisconduct.” 

See Bailments, 8 — Carriers, 20, 23 — 
Master and Servant 252. 

» Wilful neglect.” 

See Criminal Law and Proeca4ure, 200 — 
Sale of Laud, 23. 

“ Wilful or Malicious.” 

See Criminal Law, 191 . 

“ Wilful refusal.” 

See Compulsory Purcliasc, 57. 

“Wilfully.” 

See Criminal Law, 134 — Magistrates, 27. 

“ Wilfully and falsely.” 

See Medicine and Pharmacy, 3. 

“ Wilfully annoy passengers.” 

See Local Government, 31. 

“Wilfully causing obstruction in any thorough- 
fare.” 

See Metropolis, 133. 

“ Wilfully refused or neglected." 

See Criminal Law, 212, 21G — Poor Law, 
65. 

“ Wilfully suffering.” 

See Waters and Watercourses, 13. 

“Window,” 

See Easements and Profits d Prendre, 36. 

“With all dispatch.” 

See Shipping and Navigation, 194, 195, 

“With intent to evade payment of duty,” 

See Dependencies and Colonics, 45-57 — 
Discovery, 18. 

“ With interest that may then be due.” 

See Mortgages, 23. 

“ With the option of renewal.” 

See Landlord and Tenant, 42. 


“ Withholding moneys.” 

See Libel and Slander, 30. ^ 

“Within a year has ordinarily resided in 
England.” 

See Baukrujitoy and Insolvency, 125. 

“ Within such district.” 

See Tramways and Light Uuilway.s, 24.- 

“ Within thirty-five weather working days.” 

See Shipping and Navigulion, 205. 

“ Within twelve months after the first appoint- 
ment of a trustee.” 

See Bankruptcy and Insolveuey, 21. 

“ Without any deduction.” 

See Death Duties, 33. 

“Without prejudice,” 

See Sale of Laud, 87, 

“Without reasonable escuse.” 

See Bills of Sale, 20. 

“ Without sufdcient cause.” 

See Companies, 316. 

“Work.” 

Sec Highways, 98 — Hewers and Drams, 18. 

“ Work extending over a long period,” 

See Highways, 98. 

“ Work usually done by solicitors.” 

See Solicitors, 88. 

“Working class.” 

See Metropolis, 32. 

“Working day.” 

Sec Shipping .and Navigation, 185, 186, 
187. 

“Working expenses.” 

See Eailways and Canals, 87. 

“ Workman.” 

See Master and Servant, 363, 364, 365, 447. 

“ Workplace,” 

See Metropolis, 117, 

“Works immediately connected therewith,” 

See Metropolis, 5, 

“ Workshop.” 

See F.actories and Workshops, 6, 8, 18. 

“ World wide.” 

See Trade and Trade Unions, 26. 


“Young Person.” 

See Factories and Workshops, 16. 



ALPHABETICAL LIST OF CASES AFEIKMED, 
EEVEESED, OVEEEULEDj FOLLOWED OE 
CONSIDEEED. 

Note. — The name in italics is that of the digested ease. The first reference nnmher is to the 
Volume of the Digest.^ the secotid to the Cohtnm. 


A. 


COE. 


Aas r. Benham (1891) followed. 

Turlma Main Beef Ld. v. 3Ierton and 
Another i, 36 


A. B. & Co., In re [1900] (siib nom, Ooolie v. 

Charles A. Vogcder Co.') affirmed i. 123 

A. B. 'i\ C. D. [sub nom. Watson v. ICoEuian) 

reversed ii. 540 


Abbott V. Middleton (1858) rule of inter- 
pretation laid down by Lord 
Cranworth approved. 

In re Whitmore ; Walters v, Harrison 

iii. 1160 

Abdul Aziz Kban i\ Commercial Bank of 

India affirmed . . . i. 1014 

Abel Morrall, Ld. v. T, Hessin & Co. (1902) 

affirmed lii. 901 

Abrakam v. Bullock (1901) explained. 

Cheshire v. Bailey . . . . ii, 833 

• reversed . . . , . ii. 1053 

Abram r. Cunningham (1677) applied. 

MlisY.BUis i. 1216 


OOE, 

Adam’s Policy Trusts, In re (1883) followed. 

Kny pen’s Policy Trvsis, hire . ii. 151 

Adams, In re; Adams r. Adams (1906) 

reversed iii. 6 

Adams Marylebone Borough Council 

[1906] affirmed . . . ii. 877 

Aden Municipal Officer r. Hajee Ismail and 

Others affirmed . . , i, 920 

Adie V. Clark (1876) followed, 

Jandus Are Lamp and Eleotrie Co., Ld, 
v. Johnson . , . . i. 1162 

Affleck V. Affleck (1857) applied. 

Charlton v. Charlton , , . iii, 16 

Aflalo and Lawrence f. Bullen, Ld, [1902] 

reversed i, 714 

African Gold Concessions and Developments 
Go., In re; Markham and Darter’s 
Case [1899] affirmed . . i. 620 

A|iha Ali Khan i\ Altaf Hasan Khan over- 
ruled. 

Baher Ali Khan and Another y.Anjnman 
Ari Begavi and Another . i. 1024 


Abram Coal Co., Ld. Great Central By. 

Co. (1902) affirmed . . . iii. 203 

Abrath v. N. E, By. Co. (1886) dissented 
^from. 

Citisens Life Assurance Co., Ld. v. 
Brown ii. 535 

Acetylene Illuminating Co, r, Dp-ited Alkali 

Co. [1902] affirmed . . ii. 1112 

Acton, In re (1896) followed. 

B,eoo V. Bios i- 1266 


Aginconrt Steamship Co. v. Eastern Ex- 
tension, Australasia, and China 
Telegraph Co. and Great Northern 
Telegraph Co. varied . . iii. 818 

Agnew -V. Manchester Corporation (1902) 
followed. 

Smith V. Greenwood . . . iii. 170 

Ailesbnry (Marquis of) and Lord Iveagh, 

In re [1893] approved. 

Mundy ayid Roper^s CoTitract, In re iii. '447 


Adam r. British and Foreign Steamship Co. 

[1898] dissented from, 

Davidson v. Hill .... i. 57 


Ainley n. Kirkheaton Local Board (1891) 
followed. 

Brown v, Banstalle Corporation , iii. 529 
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" COIi. 

Aitken, Spence & Co. r. Fernando reversed 

i. 985 


Akei'blom v. Price (1881) follov^ed. I 

The Santiago iii. 694 | 

Aktieselskabet Shakespeare v. Ekman & Co, | 
(1901) affirmed . iii. 580, 640, 641 

! 

Albion, The (1872) followed. 

The Tagus iii. 644 

Alcock r. Smith [1892] followed. 

Fjmlirioos v. Anglo-Aiistrian Bank i. 249 

Aldam’s Settlement, In re (1901) reversed 
ml) mm. In re Al/lam's Settled 
jEstate iii. 491 

Alderson r. Palliser (1901) reversed^, . i. 7.56 

Aldous r. Cornwall (1G(;8) discussed. 

Bishop of CreihtonY. Bishop of B,ceter i. 915 

Alexander r. Automatic Telephone Co. [1899] 

reversed ..... i. 45,5 

Alexander u. Barnhill (1888) explained. 

Mereier v. Mercier . . . ii. 160 

Alexander ®. Simpson (1889) distinguished. 

Tiessen v. Henderson . . . i. 449 

distinguished and explained. 

In re North of England Steamship Co, 

i. 448 

Alexandre r. Alexandre (1870) followed. 

Hunter v. Hunter . . . ii. 197 

Algoma Central Ey. Co. v. E. affirmed i. 968 

Alianzo Co., Td. ®. Bell [1905] affirmed ii. 266 

Allan, In re; Dow v. Cassaigne [1903] 

reversed .... iii. 1227 

Allardice v. Eobertson (1830) distinguished. 
law V. Llewellyn . . , ii. 539 

Allen, Ex parte (1881) followed. 

In re Navan and Mngseourt ' Ity. Co. 

and Eingall . . , i. 620 

Allen ®. Aldridge (1844) followed. 

In re B alter., Lees 4’ Co. . . iii. 762 

Allen and Driscoll’s Contract, In re, [1904] 

affirmed . . . . ii. 112 

Allen r. Flood [1898] referred to. 

Hullueh 4' WilMmon, Hey^ 

wood and Olarh ... ii. 640 

considered. 

Huttley, V. Siomo7is [1898] ■ . iii. 848 


OOL. 

Allen r. Flood [1898] distinguislisd, 

Quinn V. Leathem . . . Iii. 849 

Allen V. GoldEeefs of West Africa [1900] 
applied. 

Punt V. Symons Co., Ld. , i. 373 
distinguished. 

Baily v, British EauitaUe Assmuinoe. 

'Co ii. 326 

followed. 

Ayre Y. Slielsey\s Adamant Cement Co, 

i. 370 

[1899] varied . . . . i. 372, 459 

Allen r. Greenslade (1873) discussed. 

In re Banders and Midland By, Co, i. 70 

Allen V. Quebec Warehouse Co. (1887) 
approved and followed. 

Whitney V. Joyce and Another . i. 7(!0 

Allen r. Eawson (1845) followed. 

In re Smith's Patent . . . ii. 1141 

Allhusen v. Ealing and South Harrow Ey. 

Co. (1898) affirmed . . i. 019 

Allison & Co. and Eichards, Be (1905) 

affirmed .... iii. 040 

Allison’s Patent, In re affirmed . ii. 1192 

Alston, In re [1901] followed. 

In re Athinsoii .... iii. 499 

Alt r. Gregory (1856) followed. 

Lire Whitehorne; WhitehorneY.Best 

iii. 1097 

Altair, The [1897] followed. 

• The Bug d' Amnale . . . iii. 698 

The Harvest Home . . . iii, 075 

Alton 'C. Harrison (1869) followed, 

Mushelyne and Coohe v. Smith, Palmer, 
claimant .... i. 148 

Alven r. Bond applied. 

Nugent v, Nugent .... iii. 280 

Amherst’s Trusts (1872) followed. 

In re Cotqrarc ; Mynors v. Cotgrace 

iii. 1180 

Amolak Earn v, Dachmi Harain (1896) 
dissented from. 

Maharajah of the Bharatphur State v, 
Bani Kanno Bet , , . i. 1015 

Amos r. Smith (1802) applied. 

Bixon, In re ; Heynes v, Blxon ■ . ii. 157 
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• COL. 


Aitkeu, Spence & Co. r. Fernando reversed 

i. 985 

Akerklom r. Price (1881) followed. 

The Santiago iii, 094 

f 

Aktieselskabet Shakespeare v. Ekman & Co. 

(1901) affirmed . iii. 580, 040, 641 

Albion, The (1872) followed. 

The Tagns iii. 014 

Alcock 'f. Smith [1892] followed. • 

Fmhirkosf v. Anglo-A^l^ttl'illn Bank ii 249 

Aldam’s Settlement, In re (1901) reversed 
nil) noin. Jn ra Aldain’s Settled 
Ihtate. iii. 491 

Alderson r. Palliser (l!)01) reversed, . i. 750 

Aldous Cornwall (1008) discussed. 

IfiJiop of (Jreditan v. Jiixhoj) of Feeler i. 91 5 

Alexander r. Automatic Telephone Co. [1899] 

reversed i. 455 

Alexander v. Barnhill (1888) explained, 

Jlercier v. Morcier , . . ii. 100 

Alexander v. Simpson (1889) distinguished. 

Tiemn v. Henderson . . . i. 449 

distingui.shed and explained. 

In re North of England Steamshi]) Co. 

i. 448 

Alexandre r. Alexandre (1870) followed. 

IIiDiter V. Hunter . . . ii. 197 

Algoma Central B,y. Co r. E. affirmed i. 968 

Alianzo Co., Id. r. Bell [1905] affirmed ii. 266 

Allan, l7i re: Dow r, Cassaigne [1903] 

reversed , . . .iii. 1227 

Allardice v. Robertson (1830) distinguished. 

Law V. Llewellyn . . . ii. 539 

Allen, Ejr jjarte (1881) followed. 

Li re Naran and Kingseourt By, Co. 
and Fingall ] , . i. 020 

Allen r. Aldridge (1844) followed. 

In re Baher, Lees Jj' Co. . , iii. 702 

Allen and Driscoll’s Contract, Li re, [1904] 

affirmed . . . . ii, 112 

Allen V, Flood [1898] referred to. 

Ilullueh 4’ Sons Winivn,san, Iley- 
looud and Clai'h ... li. 540 

considered. 

Ilidtley V. Slmwons [1898] 


COL, 

Allen r. Flood [1898] distingui.shsd. 

Quinn Leathern. . . . iii. 8i9 

Allen c. Gold Reefs of West Africa [1900] 
applied. 

Bunt y. Symons rf Co., Ld. . i, 373 
distiugui.shed. 

Bully V. British Fguituhle Assuranee 
Co ii. 326 

followed. 

Ayrc V. Shelsey's Adamant Cement Co, 

i. 376 

[1899] varied . . , . i. 372, 159 

Allen T. Greenslade (1873) discussed. 

Jn re Jta, tiers and Midland Uy. Cu. i. 76 

Allen r. Quebec Warehouse Co. (1S,S7) 
aiiitroved and Oil lowed. 

Whitney y. Joyee and Another . 1.7(10 

Allen r, Eawson (1815) followed. 

In 7'e Smith's Ihitenf . . . ii. 1111 

Allhusen ?-. Ealing and South Harrow Ry. 

Co. (1898) affinucil . . i, 619 

Allison & Co. and Richards, Be (190.5) 

affirmed .... iii, 640 

Allison’s Patent, affirmed . ii. 1192 

Alston, In 're [1901] followed. 

InreAthnson .... iii. 199 

Alt r. Gregory (1856) followed. 

Lire Whitehorne ; Whitehorney.Best 

iii. 1097 

Altair, The [1897] followed. 

The Due, d'Aumale . . . iii, 698 

The IJarrest Home . . , iii. 675 

Alton 'C. Harrison (1869) followed. 

Maskelyne and Cooke v. Smith, Balmer, 

claimant , . , . i. 148 

Alven r. Bond apjilied. 

Nugent y. Nugent .... iii. 280 

Amherst’s Trusts (1872) followed. 

In re Cot g rare; Mynors v. Cotyrarr 

iii. 1180 

Amolak Ram r. lachmi Harain (1896) 
difi.sented from. 

Maharajah of the Bharatj/hur State v. 

Bani Kanno Dei , . . 1016 

Amos r. Smith (1862) applied. 

Dixon, In re ; Heynes v. Dixon • , 


iii. 848 


ii. 157 



LIST OF CASES AFFIEMED, REYERSED, ETC. 
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COL. 

Aadersou & Oo. t'. Beard [1900] considered. 

Levitt V. Ilamllet . . . iii. 800 

Anderson r. Carlisle Horse Clothing Co., Ld. 

(1870) followed. 

Rale V. Otto iii, 312 

Anderson v. Morice (1875) approved. 


Ajuni Goolam Hosseti 3,' Co. v. Union 
Marine Insurance Co,; Hajee 
Cassim Joosul v. Ajxm Qoolam 


ITossen 3' Co. , . . 


362 

Anderson v, Bayner (1902) reversed 

. iii. 

661 

Anderson v, Titmas (1877) followed. 



Taxjlor v. Taylor and Barg , 

. ii. 

206 

Anderson r. Vicary [1899] affirmed 

. 

ii. 2 

Andrew y, Bridgman [1907] affirmed 

. ii. 

610 

Andrew r. Bamsay & Co. [1903] 

distin- 



guished, 


Mip^esley v. Knee Bros, . . i. 36 

Andrews v. G-as Meter Co. [1897] considered. 

Allen V. Gold Reefs of West Afrioa, 

L(l i. 372 

Angell V. Duke (1876) followed. 

Boston V. Boston .... iii. 381 

Angerstein, Jrt. re, [1895] followed. 

In re FothergilVs Bstate; Price- 
Fothergill v. Price , . iii. 1181 

Anglesey (Marquis of) Willmott.*??. Gardner 

[1901] reversed . . . ii. 973 

Anglo-American Telegraph Co. %\ Spurling 
(1881) overruled, 

Sheffield Corporation v. Barela]) . i. 627 

Anglo-Continental Corporation of Western 
Australia, In re, [1898] distin- 
guished. 

Mntoseope and Biograph Syndicate, Ld., 

In re i. 655 

Anglo-Italian Bank [1906] followed. 

In re General Industo'ial Bevelopments 
Syndicate [1907] . . , i. 190 

Anglo-Oriental Carpet Manufacturing Co., 

In re, [1903] distinguished. 

' hire Ehrmann Bros,, Ld. , . i, 111 

Anglo-Swiss Condensed Milk Co. r, Pearks, 
Gunston and Tee, Ld. ; In re Trade 
Marks of Anglo-Swiss Condensed 
Milk Co. affirmed . . . iii. 888 

Ankerson v, Connelly [1906] affirmed . i. 1081 

Anon. Anon. (1856) disapproved. 

Poulett Peerage Case , . . i. 211 

B.D.— VOL, IV. 


% COL. 

Anselm, The, reversed . , iii. 659 

Apollinaris Co., Id. and Another i\ 
Duckworth & Co. (1907) affirmed 

iii. 931 

m 

Apollinaris Company's Trade Marks, Be 

[1891] followed. 

Bass, Ratcliff e and Gretton, Ld.^.John 
Davenport Jo Sons' Brewery, Ld. ; 
Bass, Ratcliffe and Gretton, Ld’s 
Trade MarlS . . , iii, 882 

In re Player 3‘ ^ons' Trade Marh iir. 865 

Appleby y. Myers (1877) followed 

Forman 3' Co. Proprietary, Ld. v. The 
Ship Liddesdale . , iii. 1213 

(1877) followed. 

Blaheley v* Midler 3‘ Co, . . i. 696 

Appleby, In re ; Walker r. Lever ; Walker 

v, Nisbet (1903) affirmed , iii. 1202 

Archer v. Hudson (1841) followed. 

Be Witte V. Addison , , , ii. 991 

Ardan Steamship Co.,Ld. t'. Weir reversed 

iii. 611 

Xrkwright v. Gell (1839) applied. 

Bnrroios v. Lang . . . i. 1070 

Armstrong v. London County Council [1900] 
distingui.shed. 

London County Council v. Heuthnum 

ii. 913 

Arnold y. Bradbury (1871) followed. 

Tubes, Ld. v, Perfeeta Seamless Steel 
Tube Co., Ld. . . . ii. 1103 

Arnot V. United African Lands [1901] dis- 
tinguished. 

In re Caraial (New) Mines, Ld, . i. 652 

Arton, In re [1896] followed. 

Reg. V. Governor of Holloway Prison 

i. 273 

Ashbury v. Watson (1885) distinguished. 

In re Welsbach's Incandescent Gas 
Light Co. Ld. ... i. 489 

Ashcroft V. Ashcroft and Boberts (1902) 

afermed . . . . ii. 174 

Asher v. Whitlock (1866) followed. 

Colder v. Alescander , . , iii. 267 

Ashton Gas Co. r, Attorney-General [1906] 

affirmed . . . . ii. 29, 271 

Ashton Ingram c. Papillon [1898] reversed 

iii. 4 

Ashton V. Stock followed. 

Ihompson v. Ilicdman [1907] , ii. 958 

d 
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LIST OF CASES AFFIRMED, REVERSED, ETC. 


OOL. 

Ashurst V. Mason (1876) applied, 

Juplmn T. Diekinson . . . iii. 1014 

Ashworth v. English Card Clothing Co., Ld. 

[1901] reversed . . . ii. 1097 

?/ 

Assets Co. Bain and Watt [1904] reversed 

ii. 660 

Assets Co. V. Mere Roihi and Others reversed 

ii. 994 

Assheton-Smith r. Owen [19061- affirmed 

iii. 726 

Associated Portland Cement Manufacturers 
(1900), Ld., and Imperial Portland 
Cement Co., Ld. v. Xolhnrst [1901] 
reversed i. 664 

Asten V, Asten [1894] considered. 

Cheadlc, In rc / Biskoj) v. Holt . iii. 1106 

Aston, In re (1883) applied 

In re Chetwynis Settlement; Searis- 
kriok v. Neeinson . . iii. 990 

Athill, In re (1881) followed. 

In re Uniin ; Sharpe Hodgson iii. 1225 

Atkinson, In re; Waller v. Atkinson [1898] 

affirmed . . . . i. 1221 

Atkinson r. Morris [1897] followed. 

Hyre v. Hy)'e, BrooTter and Eyre inter- 
vening iii. 1088 

Atlas, The (1862) applied. 

The August Korff . . . iii. 704 

Attack V. Bramwell (1863) discussed and 
followed. 

Orunnel v. Weleli . . . i. 1048 

Attenhorongh v. St. Katherine’s Dock Co. 

(1878) dicta in, followed. 

Mersey Hocks and Harhour Board, Ex 
parte i. 96, 376 

Attorney-General v. Acton Local Board 

(1882) followed, 

Broim V. HwnstaUe Corporation iii. 629 

Attorney-General v. Ashkonrne Recreation 
Ground Co. [1903] followed. 

Attorne-y- General v. Wimiledon House 
Estate Co. . . . , ii. 628 

[1903] approved. 

Hevonport Corporation v. Tozer . ii. 121 

Attorney-General v, Ashton Gas Co. [1904] 

affirmed . , . . ii. 29, 270 

Attorney-General v. Beech [1898] affirmed 

i. 893 


OOL. 

Attorney-General v. Biphosphated Guano Co. 

(1879) discussed. 

Corsellis v. London County Council ii. 64 

Attorney-General v. Borrodaile (1814) 
followed. 

Farrell v. Sunderland Steamshq) Co,, 

Ld. ii, 260 

Attorney-General v. Bournemouth Corpora- 
tion (1902) reversed , . iii. 959 

Attorney- General v. Brecon (Mayor of) (1878 
distinguished. 

Leith Counoil v. Leith Harlour and 

Hocks Commissioners . . ii. COST 

Attorney- General r. Brighton and Hove 
Co-operative Supply Association 

[1900] affirmed . . . ii. 99 

Attorney-General v. Chambers (1864) 
followed. 

Philpot V. Bath .... iii. 1060 

Attorney-General r. Clerkenwell -Vestry 

[1891] followed. 

Broivn v. Hunstahlo Corporation . iii. 629 

Attorney-General v. Cockermouth Local 
Board (1874) followed. 

AtUmiey- General v. London and North 
Western By. Co. . . . iii. 188 

followed. 

Attorney- General v. Hor Chester Cor- 
poration iii. 165 

Attorney-General v. Copeland [1902] re- 
versed ii. 74 

Attorney-General v. Delaney (1876) over- 
ruled. 

O' Hanlon v. Logue . . . i. 341 

Attorney-General v. De Prdvllle [1899] 

reversed i. 894 

Attorney-General v. Dodington [1897] 
approved. 

Inland Bevenue Conmissioiiers v. 
Priestley . ... i. 898 

discussed and applied. 

Inre Finance Act, 1894, and Studdert i. 896 

Attorney-General v. Dorchester Corporation 

affirmed ..... iii. 166 

Attorney-General v. Duke of Northumber- 
land [1903] affirmed . . i. 912 

Attorney-General v. Earl of Londesborough 

[1904] reversed . . . i. 876 

Attorney-General r. Eastbourne Corporation 

[1904] affirmed . . .hi 302 
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COL. 

Attorney-General v. Edison Telepione Co. 
of London, Ld. (1880) applied. 
Postmaster- General v. National Tele- 
phone Co. . . . . iii. 817 

Attorney-General v. Emerson [1891] fol- 
lowed. 

Duhe of Beaufort Y. Aird Co. . i. 1293 

Attorney-General v. Fairley [1897] fol- 
lowed. 

Attorney- Qemral Y. Clarltson . i. 881 

Attorney- General v. Gas Light and Coke Co. 

(1902) aiSrmed . . . iii. 305 

Attorney- General v. Glendinning (1905) 
followed. 

Winans y. B,. . . . i. 873, 905 

Attorney-General r. Glossop [1906] aflirmed 

i. 895 

Attorney-General r. Great Eastern Ky. Co. 

(1880) discussed. 

Attorney- General v. Mersey By. Co, iii. 190 

Attorney-General v. Great "Western Ey. Co. 

(1872) followed. 

Attorney - General Y. London and North 

Western By. Co. . . . iii. 188 

Attorney-General v. Grey (Earl) [1898] 

affirmed i. 901 

Attorney-General v. Hanwell TTrlian District 
Council [1900] discussed. 

Attorney- General v. Pontypridd Urhan 
Bistriot Council . . i. 599, 1156 

affirmed . . . .i. 698; ii. 609 

Attorney-General v. Jewish. Colonization 

Association [1900] affirmed . i. 877 

Attorney-General r, Johnson [1902] re- 
versed ..... i. 872 

Attorney-General v. Lethbridge reversed i. 893 

Attorney-General v. London County Council 

(1900) reversed . . . ii. 274 

[1901] affirmed . . . . ii. 941 

[1902] reversed. 

Attorney- Gewral v. Mersey By, Co. iii. 190 

[1905] reversed . . . . , ii. 273 

Attorney- General v. London and North 
Western Ey. Co. [1899] affirmed 

li. 107 ; iii. 189 

Attorney-General r. Lord Eustace Cecil 

discussed and distinguished. 
Wolverhampton v. Attorney- General 
[1898] i. 913 


OOL. 

Attorney-General v. Lord Montagu [1903] 

reversed i. 897 

Attorney-General n. Mersey Ey. Co. [1907] 

■ 4 , reversed iii, 191 

Attorney-General v. Merthyr Tydfil Dnion 

(1899) reversed . . . li. 1231 

Attorney-General i\ Metcalfe and Another 

[1907] reversed . . . ii. 872 

Attorney-General v. Metropolitan Electric 
Supply Co., Ld. [1905] affirmed 

i. 1158 

Attorney-General v. Midland Ey. Co, [1900] 

affirmed .... iii, 307 

[1901] affirmed. 

After ney-Venerul v. Ga.^ Light and Cohe 
Co iii, 305 

Attorney-General v. Murray reversed . i. 891 

Attorney- General v. New York Breweries 

Co. [1898] affirmed . , i. 908 

Attorney-General v. Newcastle Corporation 

[1899] discussed. 

Johnso-n V. Whdaher . . . i. 1032 

Attorney-General v. North Eastern Ey. Co, 

[1906] affirmed . i. 370 ; iii. 186 

Attorney-General v. Odell reversed . iii. 274 

Attorney-General v. Owen [1899] applied. 


Buhe of St. Allans, In re; Loder v. 


Buhe of St. Albans 

. i. 881 

Attorney-General r. Oxford Canal Naviga- 

tion (1902) affirmed 

. ii. 109 

Attorney-General v. Paddington 

Borough 

Council [1903] reversed 

. i. 304 


Attorney-General v. Penrhyn (1900) fol- 
lowed. 

Attorney -Geneo’al v. Glossop . . i. 894 

Attorney-General Pontypridd Drban 
District Council [1905] affirmed 

i. 599, 1166 ; ii. 612 

Attorney-General r. Eegent’s Canal and 

Dock Co, [1903] reversed ii . 307 

[1904] followed. 

Attorney-General v. London and India 
Bochs Co iii. 306 

Attorney-General v. Esbinson [1901] 
approved. 

Attorney -General v. Murray . i. 891 

Attorney-General r. Selborne (Earl of) 

(1901) reversed . , , i. 912 

d 2 



LIST OL CASES AEFIEMED, EEVEESBD, ETC, 
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* COL. 

Attoyaey-General v. Shreweliury (Kingsland) 
Bridge Co. (1882) followed. 

Attormy' General v. London and Abrth 

Western By. . . iii. 188 ; ii. 107 

r 

Attorney -General v. Simpson [1901 1 reversed 

iii. 1010 

[1901] dictum of Lord Macnaghten 

followed. 

Attorney -Gen oral v. Antl'ohus . li. 69 

Attorney-General <r: Smytk [1905] fol- 
lowed. 

Lord- Advocate v. Ileywood-Lonsdale i. 896 

Attorney-General r. Strange [1898] re- 
versed 1- 891 

applied. 

Attorney-General Qlossoi) . . i. 891 

Attorney-General n. Teddington Urban 
District Council [1898] discussed. 

Attorney- General v. Pontyymdd Tlrlan 
District Conneil . . i. 699, 1156 

— - followed. 

Attorney- General v. Hanwell Urian 
District Conneil . i. 698 ; ii. 609 

Attorney - General v. Theobald (1890) 
followed. 

Di re Lovell and Collar d's Contract iii. 301 

Attorney-General v. Tomline (1880) fol- 
lowed. 

Miosselhuryk Beal Dstate Co., Ld. v. 

Corporation of Mmselburg , iii. 1062 

Attorney- General v, Tynemouth Corpora- 
tion [1898] affirmed . . ii. 608 

Attorney-General West Biding of York- 
shire County Council [1907J reversed 

i. nil 

Attorney-General v. Wilson (1900) reversed 

iii. 66 

Attorney-General r. Winans and Another 

(1901) affirmed , . i. 639, 906 

Attorney-General v. Wood [1897] applied. 

Attorney- General v. Glossop , . i. 894 

Attorney - General and Monmouthshire 
County Council v. Scott [1906] 
affirmed li. 88 

Attorney-General for Ireland v. Vandeleur 

[1907] affirmed . . . iii. 1049 

Attorney-General for Ontario v. Attorney- 
General for Quebec [1903] reversed 

i. 955 


COL. 

Attorney-General for Ontario v. Attorney- 
General for the Dominion [1890] 
followed. 

Attorney- General of Manitoba v. 

Manitoba Licence Holders . i, 961 

Attorney-Generals for Prince Edward Island 
and New Brunswick v. Attorney- 
General for Canada affirmed i. 956 


Attorney-General for Victoria v. Melbourne 

Corporation (1907) affirmed . i. 940 


Auckland, Lord v. Westminster Local Board 
of Works considered. 

Grand Junction Wuterworlts Co. v. 
Hampshire Urban District Council 

iii. 174 

Auckland, The Earl of (1861) followed. 

The Bristol City .... iii. 720 

Augusta, The (1887) followed. 

The Dallingion .... iii. 710 

Austin Friars Steam Shipping Co. r. Strack 

[1906] distinguished. 

Sivewright v. Alle7i .... iii. 566 

Australian Joint Stock Bank, In re [1897] 
distinguished. 

Di re Melbourne Brewery and DistiUerii 

i. 641 


Automatic Weighing Machine Co. v. Com- 
bined Weighing Machine Co. (1889) 
followed. 

Saccharin Co^'poratmi, Ld, v. Anglo- 
Continental Chemical iror/w, Ld. 

ii. 1116 

Automatic Weighing Machine Co. v. Inter- 
national Hygienic Society (1890) 
followed. 

Saccharine CovporaUon, Ld. v. Dawson 

ii. 1166 


Averall v. Wade followed. 

Tigue v. Dolphin .... iii. 466 


Ayerst v. Jenkins (1873) distinguished. 

Phillips V. Pi'obyn .... iii. 474 


Ayr Harbour Trustees v. Oswald (1883) 
applied. 

In re South Pastern By, Co. and, 
Wiffin's Contract . . . hi, 183 


Ayre v. Skelsey's Adamant Cement Co, 

affirmed on other grounds . i. 376 

Ayres t\ Buckeridge; Wheale r. Ehymney 
Iron Co., Ld. [1901] followed. 

Walters v. Clover, Clayton 4’ Co, , ii, 711 

Ayres South Australian Banking Co. 

(1872) distinguished as to one 
point but followed as to another. 
Batson V London School Board . i. 696 



LIST OF CASES AFFIRMED, REVERSED, ETC. 37 


B. 


Back V. Dick, Kerr & Co. [1906] affirmed. 


COL, 
ii. 749 


Baird e. Higginkotham followed. 
M^Gowanv. Smith 


COL. 
ii. 695 


Bacon, In re (1893) not followed. 

In re Perhlns ; Brown v. PerMns . iii. 498 

followed. ’ 

In re Henry ; Gordon v. Gordon . iii. 982 

not followed. 

In re Dawson; Arathoon v. Dawson 

iii. 501 

Bacon v. Bacon (1800) followed. 

Lord De Clifford's Hstate, In re ; Lord 
Do Clifford T. Quilter , . i. 1253 

Badham, In re [1893] distinguished. 

In re Dunkley St 8o\ Ex narte Waller 

i. 187 

Badische Anilin und Soda Fabrik r. Basle 
Chemical Works, Bindschedler 

[1898] affirmed . . . ii. 1202 

Badische Anilin und Soda Fahrikr. Hickson 

[1905] affirmed . . ii. 1161, 1204 

Badische Anilin und Soda Fabrik i\ Isler 

[1906] affirmed . . . iii. 35 


Baker, Re [1898] approved. 

* Owen v_ Gibhom .... iii. 1136 

Baker r. Baker (1881) followed. 

Burrell v. Burrell and Blake ii. 204, 639 

Baker v. Eawson (1889) followed. 

In re Player Sons' Trade Mark iii. 845 

Baker Ali Khan r. Altaf Hasan Khan, Id. 

(1903) reversed , . . i. 1023 

Bald, In re (1897) followed. 

M6gret,Inre; Tweediey. Maunder i. 648 

Baldwin r. Roche (1842) approved and 
folloVed. 

^ Saunders v. Shafto . . . iii. 24 

Balian r. Joly, Victoria & Co. (1890) fol- 
lowed. 

Joseph Morley Sons^ Ld. v. Orchis SS. 

Co , Ld iii. 602 

Balkis Consolidated Co. v. Tomkinson [1893] 
followed. 

Dixon V. Kennaway S) Co, . . i, 610 


Baerselman r. Bailey [1895] considered. 

The Torlryan^ .... iii. 571 

Baggs, In re [1894] followed. 

In re S. S. B ii. 642 

Baglan Hall Colliery Co. (1870) followed. 

In re Leinster Contract Corporation,, Ld. 

i. 620 

Bagot, In re [1894] referred to. 

Bioh'ardson, In re; Richardson v. 
Richardson .... iii. 486 

Bagot Pneumatic Tyre Co. v. Clipper Pneu- 
matic Tyre Co. [1901] affirmed i. 379 

Bagshaw v. Pimm, reversed . . . i. 1220 

Bailey and Leetham’s Case (1869) fol- 
lowed. 

In re Wenlorn S’ Co., Ld. . . i. 641 


Ball, In re [1899] distinguished. 

In re Bennett . . . . i. 218 

Ball, In re, Slattery v. Ball (1888) ex- 
plained. 

Barhioorth v. Barkworth , . iii. 1164 

Ball V. Ray (1873) applied, 

Attorney-General -7. Cole S' Son , ii. 1059 

Sanders- Clark v. Grosreiior Mansiojis 

Co. and D' Alessandri . . ii. 1059 

Bamford c. Turnley (1860) considered. 

Attorney-General v. Cole S' Son . ii, 1059 

(1862) discussed. 

Colwell and Others v. St. Panoras 
Borough Council . . , ii. 1063 

followed. 

Knight v. Isle of Wight Electric Light 
and Power Co., Ld. . . ii. 1058 


Bailey v. Thurston & Co. [1902] affirmed 


i. 218 


Bancroft v. Heath (1900) affirmed 


ii. 302 


Bailey r. Watson & Co. [1898] overruled. 

White V. Headland's Patent Electric 
Storage Battery Co, . . i. 740 

Baily & Co. r. Clark, Son and Morland 

(1901) reversed . . . iii. 1043 

Bain v. Fothergill (1874) considered. 

Day V. Singleton .... iii, 393 

Baines, In re (1902) disapproved. 

In re Pilling , ... i? 223 


Bandy v. Cartwright (1853) followed. 

Budd-Scatt v. Daniell . . ii. 489 

Bank of Bengal v, Fagan (1849) followed. 
Hamhro S' Son ,v. Burnand and Others 

- i. 24 

Bank of England c. Butler [1907] affirmed. 

i. 528 

Bank of England v. Vagliano Brothers [1891] 
distinguished. 

Vinden and Another v. Hughes . i. 109 
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LIST OF CASES AFFIEMED, REVEESEI), ETC. 


COL. 

Bank of Montreal %\ Kirkpatrick com- 
mented on. 

Toronto Jiy. Co. v. CoT^oratlon of the 
City if Toronto . . . i. ^84 

Bank of Syria, Inre; Owen and Askwortk’s 

Claim [1900] affirmed . . i. 433 


COL. 

Barnard Castle Urban District Council v. 
Wilson [1902] discussed. 

South Wed Suhurhnn Wider Co. v. St. 
Manilehone GuardianK [19041 

^ iii. 1000 

[1901] reversed .... iii. 1000 


Bank of Toronto v. St. lawrence Fire In- 
surance Co. [1903] reversed . i. 974 

Bankruptcy Notice, Jn re ; Ex xxrrte Offi- 
cial Beceiver [1895] applied. 

Owen, Inre; Ex jmrte Peters . i. 140 


Barnes, Ex parte [1890] considered and 
explained. 

Civil, Naval and Military Outfitters, 

LA., In re .. . . i. B47 

Barnes v. Glenton [1898] reversed . ii. SOO 


Banks v. Braitbwaite (1802) considered and 
questioned. 

Pe Saunders, Saunders v. Gore [1898] 

^i. 914 ; iii. 0 

Banks v. Gibson (1865) explained. 

Enrchell v. Wilde . . ii. 1083 


Barnes v, Eacster distinguished. 

Tiyne v. Dolphin .... iii. 400 

Barnett r. Eccles Corporation [1900] 

affirmed iii. 101 

[1900] diistinguished. 

G. W. Ey. Co. V. Fisher . . iii. 401 


Barclay, E.e parte ; In re Joyce (1874) 
applied. 

Johns V. Wa.)‘e . . . . ii. 989 

Bardiek v. Garrick (1870) followed. 

Nodh Amerioan Land and TUnher Co. 

V. Wathins . . . . ii. 573 

Barffs Case (189.5) applied. 

Clarh's Patent, Inre . . . ii. 1158 


Barnett v. Guildford (1 855) followed. 

Ocean Accident and Guarantee (Jor- 
' poration, Ld. and Others v. Ilford 
Gas Co ii. 998 

Barnett v. Howard [1900] followed. 

Drown v. DimMehy . . . ii. 1,53 

Barnett v. Wheeler (1841) followed. 

In re Hiyhett and Bird’s Contract iii. 382 


Baring v. Inland Eevenue Commissioners 

[1898] affirmed. 

Eevelstohe (^Lord) v. Inland Eevenue 
[1898] iii. 309 

Baring-Gould and Sharpington Combined 
Pick and Shovel Syndicate, In re 
[1898] reversed . . i. 72 ; i. 586 


Barnhart v. Greenshields (1853) followed. 

Hunt V. Luch iii. 408 

Baron v. Portslade Urban District Council 

(1899) affirmed . . . . iii. 642 

Barraclough v. Brown [1897] affirmed . iii. 702 

Barrett & Son, Ld. v, Davies, reversed . ii. 553 


Barker «. Barker [1905] followed. 

Wenhani v. Wenham . . . i. 239 

Barker r. Edger [1898] reversed . . i. 994 

Barker v. Hemming (1880) follow'ed. 

David V. Eees and Others . . iii. 107 

Barker r. Lea (1823) approved, 

In re Allan ; Dow v. Cassaigno . iii. 1227 

Barker r. Palmer (1881) followed,. 

Sweetland v. TnrJdsh Cigarette Co. i. 733 


Barrett r. Markham [1872] followed. 

Madden v. Ehodes and Others . . iii, 844 

Barrette v. Syndicat Lyonnais du Klondyke 

reversed i. 982 

Barrie v, Peruvian Corporation (1890) fol- 
lowed. 

Afewtnan and Dale Steamship Co. v. 
British and South Amerioan Steam- 
ship Co iii, 574 

Barrington, lire (1886) not followed. 

In re Fullerton's Will . . . iii. 603 


Barkworth®. Young (1866) approved. 

In re Holland ; Glegg v. Holland i. 1344 

Barlow’s Will, Ii re'(1887) discussed, 

Didisheim v, London and Westminster 
Banh ..... ii. 652 

Barlow V. Terrett [1891] followed. 

Firth V. MPhail . , . . i. 1336 


Barron v. Willis [1899] reversed . . ii. 159 

[1900] affirmed s^tb novi. TdlZZ/.s v. 

Barron iii. 746 

Barrow Haematite Steel Co., In re [1900] 

appeal dismissed . . . i. 487 

Barrow v. Isaacs [1891] followed. 

Eastern Telegraph Co. v. Bent . , ii. 609 



LIST OF CASES AFFIEMED, BEYERSED, ETC. 


OOL. 

Barry v. Peruvian Corporation [1896] fol- 
lowed. 

Sea Insurance Co., Ld. v. Carr . iii. S3 

Barry’s Trusts, In re, Barry v. Smart [1906] 

aflSrmed . . . . ii. 176, 269 

Bartell v. Gray & Co. [1902] followed. 

Weavings v. Xirli and Randall . ii. 809 

Barton-on-Humber and District Water Co., 

In re (1889) followed. 

In re St. Keot's Water Co. . . i. 643 

Bartram & Son ■?;. Lloyd, reversed . . i. 36 

Bastable, In re', Ejo, parte Tlie Trustee 

(1901) affirmed .... i. 132 

Basting's r.. Callaghan reversed . . i. 996 

Bate, In re (1890) treated as overruled. 

In re Roberts ; Roberts v. Roberts . i. 1234 

Bateman (Lady) r. Faber (1898) affirmed 

i. 1166 ; ii. 150 ; iii. 268 

Bator V. Bater (or Lowe) affirmed i. 644 ; ii. 199 

Bates, In re [1907] followed. 

In re Wilson; Moore y. Wilson iii. 1016 

Bates r. Bates (1 884) dissented from. 

In re Oroenwood; Sutcliffe y. Glcdhill 

iii. 1182 

Bath V. Bath [1901] affirmed . i. 224 ; iii. 60 

Bathurst (Borough of) r. Macpherson (1879) 
explained. 

Lambert v. Lowestoft Corporation . iii. 625 

Batt (John) & Co. r.Dunnett [1898] affirmed 

iii. 877 

Batten v. Wedgwood Coal and Iron Co. (1884) 
applied. 

• In o'e London United Breweries , i. 477 

Battishill v. Heed (1856) followed. 

Damper v. Bassett . . . . i. 1067 

Batty V. Hill (1863) followed. 

Tallerman v. Dowsing Radiant Heat 
Co. iii. 929 

Bavins, jun. r. London and South Western 

Bank (1900) affirmed . . i. 120 

Bawtree v. Great North West Central Bail. 

Co. (1898) reversed . . . iii. 37 

Baxendale v. London, Chatham and Dover 

By. Co (1874) discussed. 

Agius V. Great Westej'n Colliery Co. i. 869 

Baxter v. Taylor (1832) followed. 

Damper v. Bassett . . . . i. 1067 

Bayley v. Wilkinson (1864) followed, 

Cuwston Y. Bromley Urban District 
Council . , . , . ii. 124 


S9 

OOL. 

Baynes v. Lloyd [1895] followed. 

Jones V. Lavington . . , , ii. 489 

dissented from. 

Budd-Scott V. Daniell , . . ii. 489 

Beachey, In re; Heaton v. Beaohey [1904] 

affirmed ii. 1034 

Beak’s Estate, In re (1872) followed. 

In re Beaumont ; Beaumont v. Bwhanli 

" - ii. 36 

Beal, Bai parte (1868) followed. 

Hildesheiiner v. W. and F. Faulhier, 

Ld i. 723 

Baschet v. London Rlustrated Standard 
Co i. 722 

Beale r. Beal^ (1874) approved. 

Tomalin v. Smart . . . . i, 1227 

Beale v. Bond (1901) reversed . . i, 31 

Bear Island Defence Works and Doyle, In re 

[1903] followed and applied. 

Dl re Loidon United Tramways Act, 

1900 i. 617 

Beard and Another c. Hardy (1901) affirmed 

i. 701 

Beattie v. Cordner [1903] affirmed sub nom, 

Harrison v. Film . , i. 1263 

Beattie v. Lord Ebury (1872) applied, 

Halbot V. Lens . , . . i. 23 

Beauchamp (Earl) r. Madresfield Overseers 
(1873) followed. 

Bristol [Marguess of) v. Beds i, 1122 

Beaumont r. Bowers [1900] disapproved. 

Hudson V. Gribble ... ii. 268 

Bea,umont and Others v. Huddersfield Cor- 
poration [1902] affirmed . iii, 1062 

Beavis r. Bylands Glass and Engineering 

Co., Ld. (1900) appeal dismissed ii. 1117 

Bebb i'. Bunny (1854) applied. 

In re Craven ; Davies v. Craven ii, 272 

Bechuanaland Exploration Co. v. London 
Trading Bank [1898] followed. 

Bdelstein v. Schuler Co. . i. 260 


Beckett V. Tower Assets Co. [1891] fol- 
lowed. 


Mellor's Trustee v. Maas . 

i. 189 

Beckham v. Drake (1849) followed. 


Bailey v. Thurston 4' Co. . 

i. 218 

Beckhusen v. Hamblet [1900] approved. 


Anderson Jj' Cq. v. Beafd . 

iii, 800 
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LIST OF CASES AFFIEMED, REVEKSED, ETC. 


COL. 


COL. 


Beckkuson and G-ib'bs r. Hamklet [1900] 

affirmed .... iii. 802 


Beneficed Clerk r. Lee [1897] followed. 

Swoct V, Youiuj . . . . i. 1086 


Beckley v. Scott & Co. [1902] affirmed ii. 690 

Beckwitk, JEai parte [1898] followed. ^ 

In re Dover Cuuljicld Extension, Id, i. 437 

Beoquet MacCartky (1831) not followed. 

Dmatmel v. Sijmon ... i. 641 

Bedford (Duke of) r. Ellis [1899], affirmed 

• iii. 48 

Bedford (Duke of) v. Trustees of tke Britisk 
Museum (1822) distinguished. 

Cra'uj V. Greer .... ii. 461 

ledwell r. Golding (1902) not followed. 

CUrli T. London General Omnihus Co., 

Id • . i. 867 

Bee f. Ovens & Son (1900) followed. 

31 Govern v. Cooper Co. . . ii. 806 

Beeck v. Lord St. Vincent (1860) followed. 

In re Stephens; Xilhij v. Letts ii. 1209 

Beer, In re; Re parte Beer (1903) affirmed 

i. 227 

Beeston v. Waite (18.66) applied. 

Itoherts v. Rellowes , . . iii. 1046 


Benett, In re; Ward r. Benett 
reversed .... 

[1900] 

. i. 1246 

Benfordr. Sims [1898] approved. 

Du Ores v. Lamhourne . 

. iii. 806 

Benlarig, The (1888) followed. 

The August Korjf , 

. iii. 704 

Bennett v. Slater [1898] reversed 

. i. 1350 

Bennett r. Stone [1902] affirmed 

. iii. 300 

Bennett r. Wyndkam (18()2) applied. 
Re Tgrell ; TyrellY. Woodhouse 

, iii. 385 


followed. 

In re Raijhould ; Uaiihould v. Turner 

iii. 984 


Bensaude r. Thames and Mersey Marine 
Insurance Co. [1897] followed. 
TwrnhuU, 3fartin Co. v. Hull TTndev- 
lor Iters' Association . . ii. 312 

Bernina, Tke (1888) applied. 

Reynolds v. Thomas TllUny, Id. . ii, 1040 
followed. 

The Harvest Home , . . iii, 675 


Belkam, In re; Bickardes Yates (1901) 

dissented from . , . i. 1243 

Bell V. Banks (1841) followeci 

Chetwynd v. Allen ... ii. 997 

Bell V. Grikble ; Hudson v. Gribhle [1902] 

varied ..... ii- 268 

Bell, Re; Jeffery r. Sayles [1896] con- 
sidered and applied ii, 1036 ; iii. 980 

Bell i\ Love (1883) considered and applied. 

Haijles V. Pease and Partners, Id. ii. 9, 12 

Bell V. Marsh (1902) reversed . . i. 1169 

Bell National Provincial Bank of England 

[1903] reversed . . . ii. 260 

Bellanock, Tke [1907] affirmed . 1 iii. 672 

Bellerby v. Rowland and Marwood’s Steam- 
ship Co., Ld. [1901] affirmed in ' 
part and reversed in part . i. 506 

Belt V. Lawes (1884) overruled. 

Watt^. Watt .... iii. 68 


Berry r. Gaukroger (1903) reversed . i. 880 

Berwick (Lord), Ue; Lord Berwick r. Lane 

varied iii. 736 

Beswick v, Alker (1872) approved. 

Wolfe and Others v, Surrey County 
Council (Cleidt to) and' Othenf; 
Reeve and Others v. Surrey County 
Council (_Clerh to) and Otficr,s i. 1144 

Betts’ Patent (1862) approved. 

In re Wuterl olds Patent . . ’ ii. 1160 

Betty, In re; Betty r. Attorney-General 
[1899] followed. 

InroGjers; Cooper -v. GJers . iii. 121,5 

Bevan v. Habgood (1860) doubted. 

Boyce v. Rdhroohe , , . iii, 494 

Bevan r. Webb [1901] reversed . . ii. 1073 

Beverley’s Case (1604) followed. 

In re Walker . , . . ii. 645 

Bickmore v. Dimmer (1902) reversed . iii 477 


Belton v. Busby [1899] followed. 

Tromans v. Hodkinson . . , ii. 22 

Bence Skarman [181)8] reversed . i. 360 

Bendy, In re; Wallis v, Bendy [1896] not 

followed. 

In re (Jutterluok ; Bloasam v. Clutter- , 
hueh . . . . - . iii. 471 


Bidder r. Trinidad Petroleum Co. (1808) not 
followed. 

Lanibourn v. 3ILollan . , . ii. 446 

Biggs y. Hoddinott [1898] followed. 

Sanlley v. Wilde . . . ii. 1023, 1028 

Bilbao, The (1860) referred to. 

The Jfystery . 


hi,, 721 
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COL. 

Bilkam, In re, [1901] discussed. 

In re Friend's Settlement j Cole v. 
Alleot iii. 455 

Billing'S r. Holloway [1899] followed. 

McGrath y. Kelli Sons . . ii. 738 

Binns r. Nicliolls (1866) followed. 

InrePardoe; McLaughlin'r . Penny ii. 573 

Binstead, In re; Ex jmrte Dale [1893] 
applied. 

In re Owen ; Ex parte Peters . i. 140 

Birch. V. Birch [1902] reversed . . i. 1227 

Birch r. Joy (1852) applied. 

Fletcher v. Lancashire and Torlishire 
Py. Co i. 027 

Birchgrove Steel Co. v. Midland By. Co. 

(1887) approved. 

Piclifords, Ld. v. London and North 

Western Py. Co. . . . iii. 195 

Bird V. Jones (1845) followed. 

Syed Mahamad Ynsef-ud-Din v. Secre- 
tary for India . . , i. 1008 

Bird r. Philpott [1900] followed. 

London and County Contracts v. Tallack 

i. 215 

Birkett, In re (1878) followed. 

In re Pogprson ; Bird v. Lee . . i. 349 

Birkley r. Palgrave (1801) referred to. 

I’he Leitrim iii. 663 

Birks, In re ; Kenyon r. Birks [1899] 

reversed .... iii, 1117 

Birmingham Breweries, Id. r. Jamieson 

(1898) reversed . . , . ii. 607 

Birmingham, Dudley and District Banking 
Co. r. Boss (1888) followed. 

Burrows v. Lang . . . . i. 1070 

Godioin V, Schweppes, Ld. . . i. 1079 

Birmingham Pneumatic Tyre Syndicate, Id. 
r. Beliance Tyre Co. (1902) alBrmed 

ii. 1200 

Bishop & Sons, Id., In re [1900] followed. 

In re Hermann Lichtenstein 4' Co., Ld. 

i. 567 

Bishop r. Elliott (1855) followed. 

Lanihourn v. M^Lellan . . . ii. 446 

Bishop r. Smyrna and ' Cassaha By. Co. 

[1895] distinguished. 

In re Crichton's Oil Co. . . ’ . i. 594 

Bishop Auckland Industrial Co-operative 
Plour and Provision Society, Id. t. 
Butterknowle Colliery Co., Id. 

affirmed . . » « • h- 954 


COL. 

Black V. 'Williams [1895] applied. 

Barclay 4' Co., Ld. v. Poole . . iii. 563 

Blackburn Corporation r. Sanderson (1901) 

* affirmed in part and reversed in 

part ii. 123 

Blackett v. Blackett (1902) affirmed . ii, 178 

Blackmore r. White [1899] distinguished. 

Galbraith v. Poynton . . . i. 704 

Blackpool '’and Fleetwood Tramroad Co, r, 
Thornton "Crban District Council 

reversed ni. 26 

Blackwell r. Pennant (1862) followed. 

In re Patensworth ; Parensworth v, 
Tindnle .... iii. 1118 

Blagrave’s„ Settled Estates, In re (1902) 

affirmed iii. 439 

Blair r. Duncan [1902] followed. 

Laugh am v. Peterson . . , i. 354 

Blake r. Blake (1880) explained. 

In re Powsett ; Boiosett v. Meultin . iii. 23 

Blake r. Banbury (1790) referred to. 

In re Plohardson ; Richardson v. Rioh- 
ardsan ..... ui. 486 

Blakeley v. Muller & Co. (1903) applied. 

Claidi V. Lindsay . , . . i. 695 

approved and followed. 

Civil Service Co-operative Society v. 
General Steam Navigation Co. . i. 696 

Blakemore v. Bristol and Exeter Bailway 
(1858) approved. 

Coughlin v. Gillison . . , i. 99 

Blasson r. Blasson (1864) followed, 

Tillur V. Gilhey . . , iii. 1206 

Blight V. Hartnoll (1883) distinguished. 

In re Fraser ; Lowther v. Fraser iii. 1164 

Blood r. Blood [1902] affirmed . , ii. 228 

Bloomer v. Spittle (1872) questioned. 

Beale v, Kyte iii. 393 

Blount r. Hopkins (1834) distinguished. 

In re Banhs ; Banhs v. Busbridye . i. 1233 

Blount r. layard [1891] applied. 

Brinchnmn v. Motley . . iii. 1051 

Bloye’s Trusts, In re (1849) applied; 

Hudson V. Beans , . . . ii. 1030 

Blumberg r. life Interest, etc. [1898] 

affii'med .... ii. 1006 

Blundell v. Catterall (1821) followed. 

BrUu'htnan v, Matley , . in. 1051 
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LIST OF CASES AFFIBMEI), EEVEBSEI), ETC. 


COL. 

Blundell v. Catterall (1821) followed. 

Llandudno Urhan District Cminoil v. 
Woods .... iii. 1052 

Blyth and Fansliawe, In re (1882) distin- ,f 

guished, 

Osmond V. Mutual Cyele Manvfaeturing 
8uj)}ily Co. .... iii. 747 

Board of Trade r. Baxter ; “ Th.e Scarsdale ” 

[1907] affirmed ., . . iii. 660 

Board o£ Trade v. Sailing Ship “ Glenpark,” 

Ld. (1904) affirmed . . . iii. 563 

Bohhett t\ South Eastern B.y. Co. (1882) 
followed. 

Midland Dy. Co. v. Wright , . iii. 183 

Bolland v. Young [1904] followed. ^ 

Ideal Bedding Co.^ Ld. v. Moll&nd . i. 1346 

Bolton, In re (1886) followed. 

In re Du Bucket ; ^BDOiell v. Allen iii. 1116 

Bolton Estates Act, In re; Bussell v. 

Meyrick (1903) reversed . . iii. 453 

Bolton V. London School Board (1878) not 
followed. 

In re 'lialUs and Grout’s Contract . iii. 414 

Bolton Partners r. Lamhort (1888) followed. 

In re Tiedema nn and Lodcr matin Frtres 

i. 46 

(1889) distinguished. 

Gloucester Municigtal Election Petition, 

19C0 tluffl.ey Ward) ; Ford v. 
Fewth . . . . i, 1121 

Bomhay-Burmah Trading Corporation, Ld. 

V. Shroff reversed . . . i. 474 

Bonafous r. Eybot (1763) followed. 

In re Dicaon ; Meynes v. Dixon . ii. 157 

Bond, Connolly & Co. and Others v. Federal 
Steam Navigation Co., Ld. (1906) 
affirmed . . . •■ . . iii, 612 

Bonella r. Twickenham Local Board (1887) 
applied. 

Wilnislow Urlan District Council v. 
Sidehottom . , . ., i. 118 

(1887) distinguished. 

Simmonds Brothers, Ld. v. Fulham 
■Vestry ii. 922 

Bonnard v. Bott (1906) affirmed . . ii. 976 

Bonnard v. Perryman [1891] approved. 

London and Northee'n Batih, Ld, v. 

George Neumes, Ld. . . ii. 642 j 

Bonner v. Great Western By. Co. (1883) 

followed. • j 

Qrocnhalgh v. Brindley i, 1078 ; iii, 3S9 I 


COL. 

Bonsor r. Bonsor [1897] followed. 

Nott V. Fott ..... ii, 237 

Boord r. African Consolidated Land and 
Trading Co. [1898] overruled. 

In re Balagkdt Gold Mining Co. i. 492 

Boosey r. Wright [1899] affirmed . i. 719 
Booth f. Alcock (1873) followed. 

Baris V. Town Projtcrties Inrostment 
Corjmrntion, Ld. . . . ii. 4S7 

Booth V. Briscoe (1877) considered and ex- 
plained. 

Peddle v. Fyle . . . . ii. 629 

Booth r. Ferrett (1890) overruled. 

Logsdon v. Booth .... iii. 147 

Booth r. New Africander Gold Mining' Co., 

Ld. (1903) affirmed . . . i, 377 

Bootle Overseers r. Liverpool Warehousing 

Co. (1901) distinguished. 

It. v. Mt'lladew ,)’■ Sons . . . iii. 238 

Borax Co., In re ; Foster r. Borax Co. [189i)] 

disapproved . . . . i. 101 

Borthwick r. Elderslie Steamship Co. (1905) 

reversed iii. 97 

Bostock V. Bamsey TJrhan- District Council 

[1900] affirmed , . . iii. 139 

Boston Fruit Co. v. British and Foreign 
Marine Insurance Co. [1905] affirmed ii. 336 

Boswell, In re ; Merritt v, Boswell [1906] 

on appeal, settled . . . ii. 564 

Bosworth and Gravesend Corporation, In re 

[1905] affirmed , . . i. 305 

Bouch V. Sproule (1887) distinguished. 

InreBes;pard; llanooehv, BesjHird iii. 606 

(1887) applied. 

In re Pieroy ; Whitioham v. Piernj iii, 606 

Boughton V. Knight (1873) distinguished. 

Twist v. Tye i. 1219 

Bourke r. Davis [1890] discussed. 

Attorney-General v. Itdc/mond Corytora- 
tion ii. 63 

Bourke’s Trusts, In re (1891) referred to. 

Dowling v. Dowling . . . iii. 1171 

Bourn and Tant v. Salmon and Gluokstein, 

Ld. affirmed . . . , ii. 466 

Bourne, In re; Bourne v. Bourne (1906) 

affirmed ii. 1077 

Boussod, Valadon & Co. v. Marohant (1907) 

affirmed ..... iii. 950 

Bovril, Be [1896] applied. 

Wellcome v. Thomson and Capjter iii. 871 
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OOL. 

Bow V. Hart [1904] reversed . . iii. 949 

Bower and BarfiPs Patent followed. 

Re Finch's Patent (1898) . . i. 11B6 

Bower r. Smith (1871) distinguished. 

In re O' Connell; Mawle'^.Jagoe [1903] 

iii, 470 

Bowles 1 ’. Jackson (1854) followed. 

Inthe goods of Ilisoooh . . . iii. 1086 

Bowman, Pi re (1889) third proposition not 
warranted by authorities. 

Harrison v. Harrison; Inderwioh v. 
TatchoU ; Tatchell v. Tatohell ; 
Inderwieh v. Indcrwich . iii. 1226 

Bowman r. Bowman (1898) affirmed , iii. 1195 

Bowman, r. Hyland (1878) distinguished. 

Re Beighton and Harris's Contract 

[1898] ih. 363 

[1878] explained. 

In re Juclison and Haden's Contract iii, 371 

Bowman, Re ; Whytehead r, Boulton dis- 
cussed. 

Re Ruhhins; Gill v. Worrall (1898) iii. 1128 
Boxsius r. G-ohlet Freres [1894] followed. 
Fdmondson v. John Birch 4’ Co. and 
Another ii. 534 

Boyce and Another v. Paddington Borough 

Council (1903) reversed i. 304 ; ii. 942 

Boyse v. Eosshorough (1856) approved and 
followed. 

Baudalns and Others v. Richardson and 
Another [1906] . . . ii. 1083 

Boyer, Id,, Paul v. Edwards (1902) affirmed i. 534 

Boyle V. Wilson (1907) affirmed . , iii. 422 

Bracegirdle r. Heald (1818) followed. 

B hilar v, Parhington . . . i. 700 

Bradford r. Eastbourne Corporation [1896] 
approved. 

Haedioke v. Frier n Barnet Xlrkan Bis- 
trict Council ; Thonijison v. Boeles 
Corporation .... iii. 520 

Bradford Dyers’ Association, Id. v. Bury 

(1902) affirmed. 

Bradford Bger.s' Association v. WhlUains 

ii. 1099 

Bradley v. Archibald [1899] followed. 

Eeates v. Woodward . . . i, 760 

Bradley and Another v. Carritt [1901] re- 
versed . . . . 7 ii. 1025 

Bradshaw, In re [1902] not followed. 

In re Wright ; Whitworth v. Wright 

iii. 1142 

In re Beales' Settlement; Barrett v. 
Beales ; In re Oliver’s Settlement ; 
Ecered v. Leigh , , . iii, 1141 


*COL, 

Bradshaw u. Bradshaw [1897] followed. 

Kay V. Kay ii, 190 

Hnartalle v. Hnxtahle . . . ii. 188 

Biadshaw r. Bray Urban Council [1906] 

affirmed ii. 362 

Bradshaw v. Jackman (1887) followed. 

In re Clarke ; Clarke v. G larke . i. 340 

Bradshaw®. Widdrington [1902] discussed. 

In re jMcey ; Howard v. Lightfoot ii. 659 

(1901) affirmed . . . . ii. 999 

Braithwaite, Re (1882) followed. 

Be Qiietteville v. Be Quettev'ille . i, 1264 

Brandt, Sons & Co. v. Dunlop Eubber Co. 


[1904] reversed . . . i. 366 

Bray v. Ford [1896] considered. 

Tate V. Beggs . . . . ii. 538 

Breadalbane (Marquess of) y. Stewart (1903) 

reversed i. 52 

Breckenridge’s Case (1866) followed. 

In re Sussex Brick flu, Ld. . . i. 529 

Bremen, The, not followed. 

The Italia (1906) . . , iii. 694 

Bremner, In re; Ex parte Saffery [1881] 
followed. 

In re Bales; Ex parte Steel . . i. 188 


Brenchley v. Higgins (1899) affirmed . i. 1161 

Brenda Steamship Co., Id. r. Green affirmed 

iii. 576 

Brennan limerick Guardians (1878) fol- 
lowed. 

Toaelwnd v. West Ham Union . ii, 1230 


Brentwood Brick Co., Re (1877) followed. 
In re Barrow Brick and Tile Works Co. 



ii. 547 

Brereton v. Day [1896] followed. 

In re Smith ; Bull v. Smith . 

. i. 361 ; 
iii. 1215 

Brereton v. Tnohey (1858) followed. 
Muller V. Traffovd 

. ii. 454 

Brett f. Eogers [1897] followed. 
Farlow v. Stevenson 

. ii. 473 

Brewer and Hankins’ Contract 
affirmed .... 

(1899) 

. iii. 414 

— — distinguished. 



'In re Puckett and Smith's Contract iii- 411 


Bridges v. Potts (1864) followed. 

Soanes v. Nicholson , , . ii, 449 
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OOIi. 

Bridgewater ITavigation Co., In re (ISDl) 

distiuguislied. 

In re Crichton’s Oil Co. . . i, 691 

Brigella, Tlie [1893] dissented from. 

Montgomery 4‘ Co. v. Imlemnity Miitiml 
Marino Insurance Co. . . iii. 653 

Bright r. Campbell (1889) discussed and 
distinguished. 

Wriglcy v. Oill . ... . ii. 1021 

Bright (Charles) & Co., Id. v. Sellar afermed. 

iii. 95 

Bright •('. Walker (1831) followed. 

Hwnna v. Polloch . . . . i. 1069 

Brighton Marine Palace r. Woodhonse 

distinguished. 

ZalinoffN, Ranmoml . , . i. 86 

Brinckman and Others r. Matley affirmed 

iii. 1051 

Brindley, In re; E,o imrte Taylor & Co. 

reversed i. 163 

Brintons, Bd. v. Turvey [190-1] affirmed 

ii. 687, 776 

Bristol Athenaeum, Re discussed. 

Re Jones ; Clegg v. Ellison (1898) iii. 420 

Bristol, etc., Aerated Bread Co. v. Maggs 
(1880) followed. 

Watson V. M'-AJlum . . . iii. 378 

Bristol Corporation r. Westcott (1879) 

distinguished . 

Lwnrjton V. Hentson . . . ii. 508 

Britain r. Eossiter (1879) followed. 

Smith v. Gold Coast and Ashanti Ex- 
plorers., Ld. . . . . i. 700 

British and American Trustee and Finance 
Corporation r. Couper [1894] dis- 
tinguished. 

In re Anglo-Frenoh Exploration, Co. i, 483 
In re Rerelopment Co. of Central and 

West Africa . ... i, 485 

British Asbestos Co., Id. v. Boyd [1903] 

discussed. 

Transport, Ld. v. SchonMirg . . i. 421 ^ 

British Columbia Sawmills r. Nettleship 

(1868) distinguished. | 

Eieli V. East Coast Railways . i. 310 ; 

British Electric Traction Co. v. Inland 
Eeyenue Commissioners [1901] reversed 

iii. 319 

• 

British Equitable Insurance Co. r, Baily 

[1904] reversed . . i. 373 ; ii. 326 

British Cold Fields of West Afirica, Id. j 

[1899] affirmed , , , i. 498 1 


OOL. 

British Home and Hospital for Incurables 
V. Eoyal Hospital for Incurables 
reversed iii. 1105 

British Motor Syndicate, Id. r. J. E, H. 
Andrews & Co., Id. (1899) affirmed 

ii. 1096 

British Motor Syndicate, Id. v. Taylor & Son 

[1900] affirmed . . . ii. 1164 

British Oil and Cake Mills, Id. y. Com- 
missioners of Inland Eevenue (1902) 
affirmed iii. 312 

British Tanning Co. r. Groth (1890) approved. 
Acetylene lllvminatiny Co. v. United 
Alhnli Co ii. nil 

British Wagon Co., Id. r. Gray [189(i] 
distinguished. 

ALmtgomery, Jones A Co. v. Liohenfhal 

iii. 32 

British Workman’s and General Assurance 
Co., Id. V. Cunliffe (1902) affirmed 

ii. 312, 907 

followed. 

Rarso v. Pearl TJfe Assvranre Co., Ld. 

ii. 314 

Bromley r. Brunton (1868) explained. 

In re Beaumont ; Beaumont v. Ewhanh 

ii. 36 

Bromley Eural District Council v. Croydon 
Corporation [1907] varied . , ii. 96 

Brooke v. Brooke ; In re Brooke [1894] 
followed. 

In re Rod yes, deocased ; Hodges v. 
Hodges' . . . . '. i. 1251 

Brooke and Fremlin’s Contract, In re [1898] 
followed. 

In re West and Hardy's Contract ii. 1002 

Brooking r. Mandslay, Son and Field (1888) 
followed. 

llie Manar . ... . iii. 62 

Brooks & Co., Id. v. lyoett (1902) affirmed 

ii. 1184 

Broome v. Speak [1903] approved, .su/i noin. 

Shopheard and Another r. Broome i. 470 

discussed. 

Na.Jt, V. Oalthorpe . ... i. 472 

Broomfield r. Williams [1897] applied. 

Pollard V. Gare , , . . • i. 1077 

Brown, In re [1896] followed. 

Thiery v. Chalmers, Guthrie cj' Co. ii. 661 

Brown v. Attorney-General (1899) affirmed 

i. 913 
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6ol. 


COL. 

Brown r. Bunstable Corporation [1899] 
considered. 

West Elding of Yorhs Rivers Board v. 
Reuben Gaunt Sj Sons, Ld. . iii. 1030 

Brown r, Feeney [1909] applied. 

Maxwell v. Viscount Wolseleij , iii. 68 
Brown v. Gellatly (1867) approved. 

Wentworth Y. Wentworth , . iii. 1219 

Brown v. Inland Eevenue Commissioners 


(1900) reversed 

. iii. 310 

Brown v. Peto [1900] affirmed . 

. ii. 1000 

Brown v. Savage (1859) followed. 

In re Balias .... 

. ii. 1012 

Browne v. Furtado (1902) reversed 

. ii. 287 

Browne v. Savage (1859) followed. 
Lloyd's Bank v. Pearson 

. ii. 1036 

Brown r. Sewell (1853) explained. 

Gilligan and Nugent v. National Bank ii. 987 

Browne v. Warner (1807) followed. 
Zinibler v. Abrahams . 

. ii. 440 


Browne’s Policy, In re [1903] followed. 

In re Parher's Poliey ; Parlier v. Parher 

ii. 321 

distinguished. 

In re Griffith's Policy , . . ii. 319 

Brownlie v. Campbell (1880) applied. 

Seddon v. Narth Pastern Salt Co. ii. 963 

Brownlie v. Eussell (1883) distinguished. 
Counties Conservative Per mmient Benefit 
Building Society, In re; Bavis v. 
Morton . . . . . i. 294 

Brunei, The [1899] aiSrmed . . iii. 732 

Bryant and Barningham’s Contract, In re 

(1890) distinguished. 

In re Baker and Salmon's Contract iii. 399 

Bryant v. Busk (1827) followed. 

Halifax Commercial Bank and Wood, 

In re iii. 418 

Bryant v. Hancock [1899] distinguished. 

Palethorjoe v. Home Brewery Co. Ld. ii. 603 
Bryant r. Hancock & Co. [1898] affirmed ii. 502 
distinguished. 

Holloway Brothers, Ld. v. Hill . ii. 487 

Bryant v. Herbert (1878) applied. 

Steljes V. Ingram . . . . i. 747 

Bubb r. Padwick (1880) not followed. 

In re Gouldev ; GouldevY. Qoulder iii. 1168 

Buckwell V. Berkley, In re (1902) reversed iii. 750 

Buckland r. Papillon (1866) followed. 

Mason v. Shu])insser . 


Budd’s Case (1861) applied. 

In re Biscoverers Finance Corporation, 

Ld i. 661 

Bu^eley v. Stephens (1863) not followed. 

In re Chaytor, Chaytor v. Horn . iii. 1219 

Bull' V. Shoreditch Corporation (1903) 

affirmed ii. 79 

BuUen v. Swan Electric Engraving Co. 

affirmed ..... i. 96 

Bullock r. Downes (1860) applied. 

In re Wilson; Wilson v. Batchelor 
[1907] iii. 1163 

Bullock r. London General Omnibus Co., Ld. 


(1907) affirmed . 

iii. 118 

Bunting Hicks (1894) applied. 


Mostyn v. Atherton , 

iii. 1044 

Burchell v. Wilde (1900) affirmed . 

ii. 1083 

[1900] applied. 

Townsend v. Jarman 

ii. 1084 


Burdett TCoutts v. True Blue (Hannans) 

Gold Mine [1899] reversed , i. 592 

Burger r. Indemnity Mutual Marine Assur- 
ance Co., Ld. [1900] reversed ii. 330 

Burgess v. Morris (1897) followed. 

Ashton V. Fooles Corporation . ii. 33 

Burgoyne «S5 Co., Ld. r. Godfree & Co. 

reversed .... iii. 950 

Burland r. Broxburn Oil Co.; In re Bur- , 
land’s Trade Mark (1889) approved. 

In re Faudder’s Trade Mark ' . iii. 880 

Burn V, Morris (1834) followed. 

Rice V. Reed .... iii. 972 

Burnaby r. Baillie (1889) followed. 

Evans v. Evans and Blyth . i. 246 

Burnard, In re; Bx parte ■ %vAXqv. & Co. 

reversed . . . . i. 122 

Burnett v. Berry [1896] approved. 

Thomas Y. Suttei’s . , . . ii. 879 

Burnley r. Macdonald (1846) referred to. 

Inre Steed; WithaiuY. Andrew iii. 1140 

Burns, The [1907] affirmed . . i. 9 ; iii. 130 

Burr V, Whiteley (1903) followed. 

Green v, Britten and Gilson . ii. 7 65 

Burrows’ Trusts, In re (1864) not followed. 

In re Brew; Breil y. Brew . . iii. 1130 

approved. 

Inre Coley; Hollinshead y . Coley iii. 1131 
In re Griffith’s Policy . . . ii. 319 


iii. 86 
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LIST OF GASES AFFIEMED, EEVEKSED, ETC. 


* . OOL. 

Burrows v. Matabele Gold Beefs and Estate 
Co., Ld. [1901] overruled. 
under v. Dexter . . . i. 601, 531 

Burton v. Companies Registration Agency 

(1906) affirmed on other grounds ii. 581 

Burton & Sons v. Mattinson (1902) followed, 
Doborts V. Leem'mg , . . i. 1312 

Bushell, In the goods of (1887) disapproved. 

In the goods of Schott . . ^ . hi. 1102 

Bushell ■?'. Hammond (1901) affirmed . ii. 387 

Butterknowle Colliery Co., Ld. r. Bishop 
Auckland Industrial Co-operative 
Flour and Provision Society, Ld. 

[1901] affirmed . . , ii. 955 

Button, In re ; Ex gmrto Havisidd [1907] 

reversed . . . . i. 183 

Bwllfa, etc., Collieries, [1903] followed. 
Richard v. Great Western Rg. Co. i. G28 

Bwlfa and Merthyr Dare Steam Collieries 
(1891), Ld. and Pontypridd Water- 
works Co., In re [1901] reversed i, 601 

Byrne r. Muzio (1881) followed. 

Caxton and Arrington Union v. Dew ii. 17 

C. 

Cackett v. Keswick [1901] affirmed . i. 173 

[1902] approved. 

Watts V. Buchnall , . . i. 169 

Caddick v, Bhghton (1899) followed. 

Redman^ hire; WartonY. Redman i. 1319 

[1901] overruled. 

In re Griffln ; Griffin v. Griffin 

i. 1319, 1360 

Cadogan, In re (1883) followed. 

Inthe goods of Bramley . . hi. 1120 

Cahn V, Pockett’s Bristol Channel Steam 

Packet Co. [1898] reversed . hi. 607 

Caine r. Palace Shipping Co. [1907] affirmed. 
I’ollowed Sibery v. Connelly , hi. 660, 661 

Caloott’s and Elvin’s Contract [1898] 
reversed ..... i. 197 

Caloraft %\ Harhorough (Earl of) (1831) 
rule in applied. 

lord V. Lord and Bavibert . , ii. 186 

Calder and Hehble Navigation Co, r. Pilling 

(1815) distinguished. 

Thomas v. Sntters . . . . i. 879 


OOL. 

Caledonian Ry. Co. t. Carmichael (1870) dis- 
tinguished. 

Fletcher v. Lancashire and Yorhshiro 
By. Co i. 627 

(1870) applied. 

Richard v. Great Western Ry. Co. i. 628 

Caledonian Ry. Co. r. Davidson & Co. [1903] 

reversed i. 629 

Caledonian Ry. Co. v. Glasgow Corporation 

(190,6) affirmed . . . ii. 118 

Caledonian Ry. Co. r, Mulholland [1898] 
discussed, 

Traill V. Actiesclshabet Dalbeattie., Ld. 

ii. 1013 

Calgary r. Edmonton Land Co., Ld., In re 

[1906] not followed. 

In re Lees Brook Spinning Co., Ld. i. 190 

Calgary and Edmonton Ry. Co. and Another 

r. The King reversed . . i. 961 

Callander r. Smith (1900) affirmed . i. 56 

Calthorpe r. Trechmann [1901] reversed i. 172 

Camberwell Assessment Committee r, Ellis 
[1900] followed. 

Rolles V. St. Saxiour's Union Assessment 
Committee . . . . ii. 907 

[1900] affirmed . . . . ii. 907 

Camellia, The (1883) applied. 

The August Korjf .... iii. 703 

Caminada v. Hulton (1891) discussed. 

Hawke v. Hnlton , . . . ii. 17 

Cammick v. Glasgow Iron and Steel Co., Ld. 

[1901] followed, 

Blake v. Midland By. Co. . . ii. 787 

Campania, The (1901) affirmed . . iii. 666 

Campbell v. Lang (1863) followed. 

Attorney-General '^.Antrobus . ii. 69 

Campbell r. Spottiswoode (1861) discussed, 
Thomas v. Bradbury, Agneio Co., Ld. 
and Another . . . . ii. 626 

followed. 

Joynt V. Cycle Trade Publishing Co. ii. 526 

Canada Sugar Refining Co. [1898] affirmed 

i. 967 

Canadian Pacific Ry. Co. v. Notre Dame de 
Bonsecours (Corporation of Parish 

of) [1899] distinguished. 

Madden v. Nelson and Fort Sheppard Ry. 

i. 962 

Canadian Pacific Ry. Co. r. Toronto Corpora- 
tion [1906] affirmed . . . i, 984, 
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LIST OF CASES AFFIEMBD, EEVBESED, ETC. 


COL. 

Caanan Earl of Abingdon [1900] con- 
sidered. 

Simpson t, Teignmoxhth and Shaldon 
Bridge Co ii, 103 

Cannon Brewery Co., Id. v. Gas Light and 

Coke Co. [1903] reversed . ii. 32 


. "COL. 

Came v. Long (1860) distinguished. 

In re Clarlte; Glarlie v. Clarhe , i. 310 

Carne’s Settled Estates, In x'e [1899] fol- 
lowed. 

® In x'e Bax’oness Hamper's Will; Her- 

lex't V. Freshjield . . . iii. 483 


Cantin Montreal Corporation affirmed i. 978 

Cape Breton Co., In re (1886) applied. 

In re Lady Fox'rest (^Murchison') Gold 
Mine, Ld i. 463 

approved. 

Burland v. Faxde . . . . i. 447 

Capes x\ Dalton [1902] reversed sxil xiom. 

Keliomick and Others v. Baidter 

and Others .... in. 1160 

Capital and Counties Bank r. Bank of Eng- 
land (1889) followed. 

Bell V. Natioxial Prorineial Baxxh of 
England . . . . ii. 260 

Capital and Counties Bank r. Gordon 

affirmed i. 106 

■ [1903] distinguished. 

Bevan v. National Bank, Ld. (1906) ; 
Beran v. Capital and Counties 

Bank, Ld. (1906) . . . i. 106 

Capital and Counties Bank r. Ehodes and 

Others (1902) reversed . . ii. 1001 

Capital Eire Assurance Association distin* 
guished. 

Re Hawkes, Aokerman v. Lockhart iii. 771 

Cardigan (Countess of) v. Curzon-Howe 

(1893) followed. 

In re Partington ; Reigk v. Kane iii. 436 

Carey r. Bermondsey Borough (1903) 

affirmed iii. 143 

Cargo ex Capella (1867) followed. 

The Duo d’Axmale . . . iii. 698 

Cargo ex Port Victor [1901] affirmed iii. 700 

Carim r. CarboUc Smoke BaU Co. [1893] 
relied on. 

Johnston V. Boges . . . . i. 88 


Carpenter r. Been (1889) followed. 

Paries v. Jenkins . . . . i. 272 

Carpue v. London and Brighton Ey. Co. 

(1344) distinguished. 

Pyles V. Southexid Cox'paration . iii. 135 


Carr, In re; Ex pax'te Jacobs (1901) 
explained. 

InrePay; Ex parte Hamxnond . i. 223 


Carr v. Anderson [1903] affirmed 

. iii. 844 

Carr r. Pracis Times & Co. 

reversed .... 

(1901) 

i. 638 

Carratt v. Morley (1841) followed. 
Saxmdex's v. Swansea Finance 

Co., Ld. 

iii. 969 

Garrick r. Skidmore (1858) followed. 
Isaacs V. Ecans . 

. ii. 1077 

Carritt v. Godson [1899] applied. 
PicJisee v. Hoskins 

. ii. 867 

approved. 

Beg, V. Skiel and Others 

. i. 856 


Carritt v. Eeal and Personal Advance Co. 
(1889) followed. 

In re West and Hardy's Contract ii. 1003 


explained and distinguished. 

Rinwier v. Webster . . . iii. 977 

Carroll r, Graham [1905] distinguished. 

Cattorsoxi v, Clax‘k . . . iii. 117 

Carron Park, The (1890) approved. 

Milbxix’n Co. v. Jamaica Fruit Import- 
ing and Trading Co. of London iii. 652 

Carstairs r. Taylor (1871) applied. 

Hargroces, Aroxmn <^’ Co. v. Hux-topp) 
and Another ii. 480 

Carter, In re (1892) applied. 

In re Seax'le ; Seaxde v. Baker . iii. 481 


Carlton Steamship Co., Ld. v. Castle Mail 

Packet Co. [1898] affirmed . iii. 671 

Carlton Steamship Co. x\ Castle Mail Packets 
Co. [1898] followed. 

Aktieselskabet, Ingleioood and Millar's 
Kax'ri v. Jarrah Forests, Ld. . iii. 629 


Carter v. Leyson (1901) reversed . . ii. 1121 

Carter v. St. Mary Abbott’s Vestry reversed 

i. 1049 

Carter v. Sebright followed. 

Be Bullock's SettleH Estates ; Lofthouse 
V. Haggard .... iii. 601 


Carling’s Case (1876) followed. 
In re Innes 4' Co., Ld, . 


Cartwright, In re (1889) followed. 
In re Parry and Hopkin 


i. 625 


. iii. 1215 
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LIST OP CASES APPIRMED, REVERSED, ETC. 


» . COL, 

Cartwright r. Cartwright (1853) distin- 
guished. 

Durlirnit of Mtirlharougli v. Dulte of 
Madhorongh, .... iii. J:29 

In ro Hope Johmtom; Hope Johnstone « 
v. Hope Johnstone . . . iii. 406 

Cartwright «. Soulooates Union [1899] 

afBrmed iii. 244 

Casamajor v. Strode (1809) applied. 

In ro Scade ; Soarle v. Buher . iii. 481 

Case v. Creasy (1900) affirmed . . ii. 1118 

Cash (J, and J.) Ld, r. Cash (1901) injunc- 
tion modified , . . .iii. 900 

easier, jRc; Humphreys v, Gadsden [1897] 
affirmed suh mm. Wheeler v. 
Humphreys . . . ♦ . iii. 428 

Cass r. Butler [1900] followed. 

Cooj)cr V. Davenport ; Winstanley, TMrd 
Party ..... ii. 801 

overruled. 

Cooper and Crane v. Wright . . ii. 806 

Cassahoglou r. Gihbs (1883) approved, 

Jlideri Ahtieholuget Nordstjernan v. 
Saleesen . . . , i. 39 

Cassels v. Stewart (1881) applied and 
followed. 

Trimble and Another v. Goldberg , ii, 1074 

Castellain r. Preston (1883) applied. 

Assicurazioni Generali de Trieste v. 
Jihnpress Assurance Corporation, 

Ld. ..... ii. 364 

Castellain v. Hobson (1870) applied. 

Hardoon v. Belilios . i. 602 ; iii, 984 

Castle Bytham (Vicar of) Bx parte [1896] 

' approved. 

In re Bath and Wells (JBishop of) i, 1104 

Castle V. Castle (1857) applied. 

In re G. {Bifants) . . . iii, 1211 

Castle V, 'Wilkinsou (1870) applied. 

Budd V. Lascelles .... iii. 403 

Castrifiue v. Behrens (1861) approved. 

Bater v. Bater (or Loire) i. 643 ; ii. 199 

Caterham Urban District Council and God- 
stone Rural District Council, In re, 
[1903] reversed . . . ii. 582 

Caterham Urban District Council v. Godstone 
Rural District Council [1904] fol- 
lowed and applied. 

West Hartlepool C orporation-v, Durham 
County Council . . ii. 683 


COL. 

Cato V, Thompson (1882) dictum followed. 

Rudd V, LascoUes . , , iii, 404 

Caton V, Caton (1866) considered. 

Dicliinson v. Barrow . . . iii. 381 

Cator 1 ’, Great Western Insurance Co, of 
New York (1873) distinguished. 


Brown Brothers v. Fleming and Others 



ii. 838 

Catton V. Banks [1893] followed. 


Jure Vase; Langrish v. Vase 

ii. 1067 

Caulfield v. Maguire (184.6) referred to. 


Honywood v. Honywood 

iii, 502 

[1906] distinguished. 


Kennedy v, Bruce .... 

ii. 481 

Cavalier and Another v. Pope affirmed 

ii. 481 


Cavanagh George Whitechuroh, Ld. (1900) 

reversed i. 526 


Cawdor, The, affirmed (1900) , , iii, 647 

Cawthome v. Cordrey (1863) followed. 

Smith V. Gold Coast and Ashanti F.e- 
plorers, Ld i, 700 

Cayo Bonito, The [1902] affirmed . iii. 714 

Cayzer' v, Carron Co., The Margaret (1884) 
referred to. 

HM.8. Sans Pared . . . iii. 674 

Cellular Clothing Co. v>. Maxton and Murray 

[1899] followed. 

Hoinmel v. Baker dp Sons . . iii. 873 
Hummel v. Gobrilder Bauer d' Co, iii. 873 

applied. 

Pels V, Thomas Hedley d' Co. . iii. 872 
British Vacuum, Cleaner Co. v. iTcio 
Vacuum, Cleaner Co. , , iii. 911 

(1898) affirmed .... iii, 863 


- [1896] followed. 

S, Chivers d' Sons v. S. Chivers d' Co.. 


Ld 

. iii. 896 

■ [1890] followed. 


Carr d' Sans v. Crisp d' Co., Ld. 

. iii. 949 

■ adopted. 


Ripley v. Griffiths , 

oo 

00 


Celtic King, The [1894] discussed. 

Laio Guarantee and Trust Society v. 
Russian Bank and Others . . iii. 651 

Central Ontario Ry. Co. r. Trusts and Gua- 
rantee Co., Ld. affirmed . . i. 967 



LIST OF CASES AFEIEMED, REVEESED, ETC. 
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COL. 

Ceto, Tlie (1889) followed. 

27ie London i. 14 

Chadwick r. Ball (1885) followed. 

Payne v. Hogg . . . . i. 769 

Challenge and Due d’Anmale, The [1904] 

affirmed . . . ii. 483 ; hi. 673 

Challenger ■«. Eoyle (1887) followed. 

Haskell Golf Ball Co. Y.Hutokinsonand 
Main ii. 1171 


COL, 

Chapman k. Turner considered. 

Me Gilbert; Hr paHe Gilbert [1898] i. 1243 

Chapipan. v. "Winson (1904) reversed , i. 30 

Chappelle r. E. affirmed . . . . i. 963 

Charing Cross and Strand Electricity Supply 
Corporation r, Woodthorpe [1903] 
distinguished. 

Surrey Commercial Dock Co. v, Bei'- 
mond.sey Borough Counoil . . ii. 837 


Chalmers v. Chalmers (1893) approved. 

Hubbard v. Hubbard . . . ii, 226 

Chamberlain and Hookham, Id. v. Bradford 

Corporation (1902) affirmed . ii. 1201 

Chamberlayne v. Brockett (1872) followed. 

In re Swain ; Monokton v. Hands . i. 338 

Chambers v. Goldthorpe ; Eestell v. ITye 

(1900) affirmed . . . . i. 281 

Chambers v. Kingham (1878) approved. 

Capital and Counties Bank v. Mhodes 
and Others . . . . ii. 1001 

Chambers r. Whitehaven Harbour Commis- 
sioners [1899] distinguished. 
Middle/niss v. Middle District Com- 
mittee of the County Council of 
Berwickshire . . . . ii. 746 

Champion, In re [1893] followed. 

In re Mayer ; Mayer y. Mayer . i, 905 

Champney r. Davey (1879) applied. 

Be Quetterille v. Be Quetteville . i. 903 

Chapel House Colliery Co., Me (1883) 

followed. 

In re Ilfracombe Permanent, Mutual 
Benefit Building Society . . i. 296 


Charles v. Einchley Local Board (1883) dis- 
sented from. 

Brown v. Dunstable Corporation . iii. 529 

Charles v. Jones (1886) followed. 

Bew Y. Beio iii. 106 

Charlesworth «. Watson and Others [1905] 

affirmed ii. 944 

Charnock r. Court [1899] followed. 

Walters v. Green .... iii. 46 

Charrington & Co. r. Camp [1902] discussed. 

Leney Sg Sons, Ld. v. Callingham and 

Thompson ii. 306 

followed. 

Whitbread Co. v. Grain . . ii. 305 

Chartered Institute of Patent Agents r. 
Lockwood (1894) applied. 

Baker Y. [1898] ii. 635 ; iii. 785 

Charterland Stores and Trading Co., In re 
[1900] not followed. 

In re African Farnus, Ld. . . i. 371 

Chaston, In re (1881) followed. 

In re Goulder ; Goidder v. Guulder iii. 1168 

Chaytor, In re [1906] distinguished. 

In re Wilson ; Moore v. Wilson iii. 1015 


approved. 


Me Manchester and Lirerpool Ti’ansport 


Co., Ld 

. i. 658 

Chaplin, Me (1867) discussed. 

Brans v. Eram and Anoth^ . 

. h. 229 

Chaplin v. Eogers (1800) discussed. 


‘ Mawli'iison v. Mort and Others . 

. ii. 35 

Chapman r. Bradley (1863) followed. 


Neale v. Neale .... 

. iii. 474 

Chapman, In re ; Chapman t; Perkins 

[1904] affirmed . . . ih. 1189 

Chapman v. Fylde Waterworks Co. [1894] 


applied. 


Colne Valley Water Co. v. Hall , ii. 33 


Chemische Fabrik Tormals Sandoz v. 
Badisehe Anilin und Soda Fabrik 
affirmed ..... hi. 33 

Chennell, In re (1878) not followed. 

Mew V. Bew ..... iii. 106 

Cherry r. Cherry (1858) followed. 

Srmth V. Smith . . . . ii. 213 

Cheesebrough BEannfacturing Co. (1901) 
reversed upon further evidence, sub 
mm. In re Cheesebrougld s Trade 
Mark “ Vuselim ” . ^ . . hi. 884 

Cheshire v. Bailey reversed . . . h. 833 

Chester (Dean and Chapter) v. Bishop of 
Chester and Another (1900) re- 
versed i. 1^19 


b.d.—vol. IV. 


e 
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LIST OF CASES AFFIRMEL, BEVEBSED, ETC. 


COL. 

dies ter field’s Trusts, In rc Earl of (1883) 
followed. 

Jloiolla V. Bell) .... iii. 1217 

Cliinnock r. Hartley Witney Eural District 
Council (1 899) applied. 

Lecldumpton Quarries Co., Id. v. Bal- 
linger arui Cheltenham Bia'al Bis- 
ti'iet Courioil . . . , ii. 57 

Chippendale r. Holt (1895) followed. 

IhD'te.n V. Hteamskip Ow7icrs' Z^nder- 

loriting Association. . . ii. 371 


Ohorley Corporation v. Nightingale [1906] 


affirmed .... 

. i. 136 

Christie, E.r parte [1900] followed. 


In rc Earl of Bosslyn . 

. i. 226 

Christy r. Tipper [1904] affirmed 

. iii. 873 

Chubb r. Griffiths (1865) followed. 


Woolf v. Woolf 

. ii. 281 

Church Army, E.r parte (1906) affirmed i. 325 

Church V. Brown (1808) followed. 


Grove v. Portal 

. ii. 447 

Church Patronage Trusts, In re 

[1904] 

affirmed .... 

. 1. 322 


Churchward i\ Johnson (1890) followed. 

blasters y. Fraser . . . . i. 1051 


Churchyard r. Eegina (1866) explained. 

Moon V. Ca mlerwcll Borough Council 

i. 679 

City of London Electric lighting Co. r. 
London Corporation (1903) affirmed 

i. 940 

City of Manchester, The (1880) followed. 

Bew y. Beio iii. 106 

Forles-Smith y. Forles- Smith . ii. 176 

City of Montreal v. Cantiu and Others [ 1906] 

affirmed -i. 978 

City of Montreal r. Montreal Street Ey. Co. 

[1903] affirmed , . . i. 981 

City and South London Ey. Co. and St. 
Mary Woolnoth, In re [1903] 
affirmed ..... i. 600 

Clan Cununing, The [1907] affirmed . iii. 666 

Clare Joseph [1906] reversed . . iii. 745 

Claridge r. Southr Staffordshire Tramway 

Co. [1892] ovciruled. 

The Winlifield .... i. 97 

Clark, In re (1886) distinguished. 

Aplin V. Stone .... iii. 1080 


COL. 

Clark V. London General Omnibus Co., Ld. 

reversed i. 867 

Clark’s Trust, In re (1875) distinguishel. 

In re Clarhej Clarhe v. Clarhe . i. 340 

Clarke, Ex parte (1892) applied. 

In re Safety Explosives, Ld. . , i. 678 

Clarke v. Colls (1861) followed. 

In re Smith's Settlement; Wilhins v. 
Smith iii. 476 

Clarke r. Cuckfleld Union (1862) approved. 
Lawford v. Billericay Bural Bistrict 

Council ... i. 729 ; ii. 594 

Clarke r. Hart (1868) followed. 

Palmer v. Moore .... iii. 1026 

Clarke r, Thornton (1887) distinguished. 

In re Partington ; Beigh y. Kane . iii. 436 

Clarke and Wife v. Army and Navy Co- 
operative Society [1903] upheld iii. 364 

Clarke’s Settlement, In re [1902] approved. 

In re Blagrare's Estate . . iii. 339 

Clavering r. Ellison (1869) applied. 

Be Moore ; Lewis u, Moore . . iii. 1188 

Clayton v. Illingworth (1853) considered. 

Lever v. Koffler . . . . ii. 442 

Clayton’s Case [1897] explained. 

The Mecca iii. 549 

Clegg r. Hands discussed. 

Bbininqliam, Breweries, Ld. v. Jamieson 
(1898) ii. 607 

Cleland’s Trusts, Be (1882) followed. 

Be Lundt s Settlement ; Stanfield y. Keene 

iii. 453 

Clemence, Ex; parte (1883) not followed. 

In re Ilarpur's Cycle Fittings Co. i. 684 

Clement et Cie.’s Trade Mark, In re [1900] 
followed. 

In re Boy^l Bahing Powder Co.’s 

Application for a Trade Mark iii. 857 

affirmed iii. 862 

Clemow, In re [1900] followed. 

In re Fenrnskles ; Barnes v. Chadwich 

i. 883 

Clerkenwell Vestry r. Edmondson & Son 

[1901] affirmed . . , ii. 921 

Clergue, Ex paHe [1903] followed, 

Canadian Paeifio By. Co. v. Blain; 
Eioing Co. v. Boininion Bank i. 761 
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COL. 

Clergue v. Murray [1903] followed. 

Victorian liailioays Commissioners v. 
Brown i. 762 

Clergy Orphaa Corporation, In re [1891] 
distinguished. 

Attorney- Oeneral v. Matliieson . i. 327 

considered. 

Be Harding and the Trustees of the 
Welsh Calcinistir, Methodist Con- 
nexion i. 327 

Cleveland Iron Co., In re ; Bx parte Steven- 
son (1867) distinguished. 

In re General Railway Syndicate ; 
Whiteley's Case . . . i. 559 

Clifford r. Inland Revenue Commissioners 

[1896] followed. 

Jachson v. Inland Revenue Commis- 
sioners iii. 291 

Clink V. Hickie, Borman & Co. affirmed iii. 625 

overruled. 

Saxon Ship Co., Ld. v. Union Steam- 
ship Co., Ld iii. 626 

Clinton’s Trusts, In re (1872) discussed. 

In re Bland ; Bland v. Perhin . iii, 472 

Clippens Oil Co., Ld. r. Edinburgh and Dis- 
trict "Water Trustees (1 900) affirmed 

iii. 1057 

(1906) affirmed . . , . i. 865 

Clitheroe Estate, Tn re (1885) distinguished. 

Re Hanover ; Ilerhert y. Ram . iii. 485 

followed. 

Richard, mn, In re ; Richardson v. 
Richardson .... iii. 486 

Clutterbuck, Eellowes v. Eellowes [1901] 

questioned . . . . ii, 1209 

Clutton V. Attenborough & Sons [1897] dis- 
tinguished > 

Vinden and Rogers v. Hughes . i. 109 

Clyde, The (1856) distinguished. 

The Kate iii. 686 

Clydebank Engineering and Shipbuilding 
Co., Ld., and Others r. "Esquierdo 
Castaneda and Others (1903) 
affirmed i. 861 

Coats V. Chadwick [1894] not now followed. 

In re Hew Gold Coast Exgdoration Co., 

Ld i. 655 

Coats V. Clarence Ry. Co. (1830) applied. 

Roberts v. Charing Cross, Buston 4' 
Hampstead Ry. Co, . . ii. 1060 

Cobb t\ Cobb [1900] followed. 

Barker v. Barker ; Wenham v, Wenham 

ii. 239 


COL, 

Cochrane v. Moore (1890) discussed. 

Rawlinson v, Mort and Others . ii. 35 

Cock, In re (1887) followed. 

*In re Baker; Bx parte Lupton . i. 130 

Cockerell r. Cholmeley (1830) discussed and 
distinguished. 

In re Duke of Rutland's Settled Bstates; 
Bake of Rutland v. Marpnis of 
Bristol iii. 492 

Cockburn v. Edwards (1881) discussed and 
distinguished, 

Wrigley v. Gill' . . . . ii. 1021 

Cockerton v. London School Board [1898] 

affirmed . .- . . . i. 1118 

Cocks V. Manners (1871) followed. 

In re Deluny ; Conoley v. Quick . i. 335 

followed. 

In re Clarke ; Clarke v. Clarke . i. 340 

Cocksedge r. Cocksedge (1844) distinguished. 
Duchess of Marlborough, v. Duke of 
Marlborough .... iii. 430 

Coey r, Pascoe [1899] followed. 

Muller V. Halford . . . ii. 455 

Coffey r. Coffey [1898] followed. 

Bosworthick v. Bosworthick . . ii. 183 

Cohen and Cohen, In re [1905] affirmed iii. 763 

Cohen v. Mitchell (1890) considered. 

London and County Contracts, Ld. v. 
Tallaok . ' . . . . i. 215 

Cole r. Sewell (1848) followed. 

In re Friend's Settlement . . iii. 455 

Cole r. Wade (1807) considered. 

In re Smith ; Bastick V . Smith . iii. 990 

Coleridge's (Lord) Settlement, In re [1895J 
distinguished. 

In re Hmnt ; Bulteel v. Lawdeshayne 

iii. 445, 446 

Coles V. Coles [1901] followed and applied. 

Kingan v. Matier .... iii. 472 

Collard 'w. Marshall [1892] approved. 

Lloyd's Bank, Ld. v. Royal British 
Bank, Ld, . . ' , . ii. 541 

Colledge v, Harty (1857) distinguished. 

Simpson Steamship Co. v. Premier 

Underwriting A,s,sooiation, Ld. ii. 375 

CoUen r. Wright (1857) followed. 

Halbot V. Lens . . . i. 23 

Oliver v. Bank of England . , i. 23 

Starkey v. Bank of England^ . i. 46 

Colless 1 ’. Minister for Lands [1899] followed. 
Minister for Lands v. Harrington i. 927 

c2 
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LIST OF CASES AFFIRMED, REVERSED, ETC. 


* COL. 

Collett r. Xoadon and Nortli Western Ey. 

Co. (_1851) explained. 

Uad Indian It)/, Co, v. Kalidas MiCier'/eG 

'iii. 207 
f 

Collie, In. ve ; parte Manchester and 
County Bank (187(5) followed. 

Me Couktte)/ ; Ejo parte Portal Co. i. 181 

Collier, In I'e (1891) followed. 

In re 0, C, S,, Ex ])arte tho BeMor i. 139 

Collinge's Settled Estates, In re (1887) over- 
ruled. 

Cooper V. Iielse)j .... iii. 195 

Collingham r. Sloper [1901] reversed snh 
novh. Saraijon'in and Meditcrra)ican 
M,)f. Co, 'f. C'ollinf/hainand Others iii. 13 

Collins Co. V. Brown (1857) followed. 

La Sociote Anoni/me des Anciens Etah- 
ll'tsements Panhnrd et Lcmssor v. 
Panliard et Lerassor Motor Co. iii. 808 

Collins V. Collins (1862) applied. 

Bavies v. Thomas . . . . ii. 516 

Collins V. Lamport (1861) applied. 

The Heather Bell .... iii. 651 

— — followed. 

Law Guarantee and Trust Society, Ld. 

V. It.Kssian Bank for Foreign Trade 
and Others .... iii. 551 

Collins and Others r. Simpson Steamship 

(1907) reversed . . . iii. 558 

Collinson r. Collinson (1857) explained. 

In re Bowsett ; Bowsett v. Meakln iii. 23 

Collison r. Warren (1901) affirmed . ii. 290 

Colls r. Home and Colonial Stores [1902] 

' reversed i. 1076 


[1901] explained. 

applied, Ankerson y.Connelly ; Jolly v. 


Kine .... 

. i. 1081 

- discussed. 


Amller and Another v, Gordon 

i. 1081 

Fear v. Mo)'gan 

. i. 1073 

Jolly V. KlTie .... 

.. i. 1082 

- exi lained. 


Higgins and Another y . Betts 

. i. 1082 

Jolly V. Kme 

. i. 1082 


Colman v. Great Eastern Ey. Co. (1882) 
approved. .. 

Piekfords, Ld. v. London and NoHh- 
Westei'n My, Co. . . , iii. 195 

Colonial Bank r, Whinney (1886) followed. 

In re Butler , i. 207 


COL. 

Colonial Bank of Australasia r. Marshall 

[1906] affirmed . , , i. 110 

Colonial Sugar Eeflning Co., Ld. v. Irving 

affirmed i. 922 

Colonial Trusts Corporation, In re; E,c 

pai'te Bradshaw (1879) followed. 

In re Huhlard 4’’ Co., Ld, ; lIuEbard 
V. Huhhard S/ Co., Ld. . . i, 395 

Columbus, The (1819) distinguished. 

The Kate iii. 686 

Colvine v. Anderson (1902) considered. 

Green v. Britten and Gilson . . ii. 765* 

Combined Weighing and Advertising Co., 

Ld., In re [1SS9J followed. 

Norton v. Yates . 107 

In re Mo7itijomery-Moo)‘c Ship Collision- 
Boo)-s Syndicate, Ld. . . i, 573 

Combined Weighing and Advertising 
Machine Co. (1889) discussed. 

Pritchett Y, English and Colonial Syndi- 
cate iii. 71 

Comfort V. Betts [1891] followed. 

Fltzroy v. Cace .... i. 1 

Commissioners of Inland Eevenue v. Tod 

[1898] reversed . . . iii, 299 

Commissioners of Stamp Duties r. Salting 

[1907] reversed , . , i. 935 

Commissioners of Taxes for New Zealand v. 
Eastern, etc.. Telegraph Co. 

affirmed i. 1000 

Commissioners of Taxes v. Lovell and 

Christmas reversed . . i. 1001 

Commonwealth, The [or The Welsh Girl) 

[1907] affirmed . . . ii, 371 

Compton & Co., Ld. v. Lancashire and York- 
shire Ey. Co. (1901) reversed . iii. 195 

Compton (Lord) v. Oxenden (1793) followed. 

Re Hole; Bavies y. Witts . , ii.‘ 611 

Conlan’s Estate, In re (1892) discussed. 

In re Lord Clifden ; Annaly v. Agar- 
Ellis . . . .' . ii. 1006 

Consolidated Car Heating Co. v. Came 

affirmed i. 965 

Constable v. Nicholson (1863) followed. 

Hough Y. Clark and Amther . i. 1058 

Constantinidi v. Constantinidi [1903] not 
followed. 

Todd V. Todd and Another . ii. 195, 198 
reversed ... . ii. 223 
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COL, 

Constantinidi v. Constantinidi and Lance 

[1903] followed. 

Coomhs T. Coomhs and IIu])ltins . ii. 195 
distinguished. 

Fegg v. Pegg and Ooioing . . ii. 208 

Continental Caoutchouc and Gutta Percha 
Co. V. Kleinwort, Sons & Co. affirmed 
on other grounds . . . ii. 971 

Cook V. Clajehorough followed. 

Closes V. Iggo [1906] , . . i. 1295 

Cook r. Fowler (1874) discussed. 

In re Dixon ; Ileynen v. Dixon . ii. 167 

Cook 'V. Hathway (18G9) distinguished. 

In re United Service Asweiatiun . i. 560 

Cook V. North Metropolitan Tramways Co, 

(1887) distinguished. 

Smith V. Associated Omnibus Co., Ld. 

li. 814 

Cook 1 '. Ward (1877) distinguished. 

Agwvo V. Manchester Corporation ii. 610 

Cooke V. Cooke (1863) considered. 

Houghton v. Houghton , , . ii. 190 

Cooke V. Charles A. Vogeler [1901] referred 
to. 

Dulaney y. Merry S) Sim . . i. 149 

[1900] affirmed . . . . i. 123 

Cookson r. Swire (1884) followed. 

Antoniadi v. Smith . . . i. 262 

Coolgardie Consolidated Gold Mines, Ld., In 

re (1898) distinguished. 

Transvaal Exploring Co., Id. v. Albion 
(Tramvaal) Gold Mines, Ld. i. 516 

Coolgardie Gold Mines, Ld. distinguished. 

In re Donald Gold Co. ; Ex parte Dun- 
can (1898) . . . . i. 572 

Cooper and Allen, Re, discussed and dis- 
tinguished. 

Wolverhampton v. Attorney - General 
[1898] i. 3, 9 

Cooper V. Blackmore (1886) not followed. 

Lever Eros., Ld. y. Associated Kews- 
papers, Ld i. 1043 

Cooper r. Blakiston [1907] reYersed . ii. 246 

Cooper V. Crane and Wright [1902] applied. 
Waqstaff Y. Perhs i' Son, Frith (third 
party') ii, 808 

Cooper V. Harlech, In re (1876) oYerruled. 
Northumtberland (Duke of) y. Attorney- 
General i. 912 

Cooper V. Jarman followed, ’ 

Re Day ; Sprake y. Day [1898] . i. 1262 


aoL, 

Cooper V. Martin (1867) approved. 

Beddingtony. Batmunn and Another iii. 17 

Cocker V. Stephens [1895] approved. 

W. Marshall Co., Ld. y. A. H. Bull, 


Ld. and Others . . . i. 713 

Coote r. Ford [1899] affirmed . . iii. 64 

Cope, In the goods o/(1890) followed. 

In the goods of Astbury . . . i. 1192 

Cope r. Cope (1833) approved. 

Gordon y. Gordon and Gordon , i, 244 


Copiapo Mining Go., In re (1899) followed. 

In re Euphrates and Tigris Steam JVhri- 
gation Co i. 458 

Corhett v. Soifth Eastern and Chatham E.y. 

Co.’s Managing Committee [1905] 
reversed iii. 180 

Corby v. Hill (1858) considered. 

Harris v. Perry Co. , . , ii. 1045 

Cordal’s Case (1594) questioned. 

Lemon v. Mark . . . . ii. 148 

Cornbrook Brewery Co., Ld, r. Law Deben- 
ture Corporation, Ld. [1903] 
affirmed i. 416 

Cornfoot v. Fowke (1837) explained. 

Pearson v. Duhlin Corporation . i. 288 

Cornfoot r. Eoyal Exchange Assurance Cor- 
poration (1903) affirmed . ii. 360 

Comford r. Carlton Bank [1899] affirmed ii. 672 

Cornwall v. Henson [1899] reversed . iii. 385 

Cornwall, County Council of v. Town 
Council of Truro overruled. 

Thetford Corpo?’ation v. Norfolk County 
Council [1898] . . . ii. 697 

Cornwallis-West and Munro’s Contract, In 

re [1903] distinguished. 

In re Lord Wimborne and Broione’s 
Contract ..... iii. 449 

Corsellis r. London County Council [1908] 

varied ii, 934 

Cory V. Burr (1883) followed. 

Miller V. Law Accident Insurance Co. 

ii. 358 

Costa Rica Ey. Co. ■)'. Forwood [1900] 

affirmed i. 423 

Costello’s Case (1860) applied. 

In re Discoverers Flna^ioe Corporation, 

Ld i. 661 

Coster v. Headland [1903] affirmed . iii. 255 

Cotton, Fx parte, approved. 

Wiekens, Skuckburgh ; Ex parte 
Wickens [1898]* . . . i. 270 
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LIST OF OASES AFEIEMED, EEVEBSED, ETC. 


OOL. 


OOL. 

Cotton’s Trustees, In rc (1882) discussed. 

Iiin'Junqi; Gcilluway IIoj)C- . iii. 2 

r 

Cotton r. Imperial and Foreign Agency and 
Investment Corporation [1892] fol- 
lowed. 

Donijhtij V. Limarjunda Ilce/x, Lil. i. 456 

County Theatres and Hotels, Ld. r. Knowles 

[1902] followed. 

' lllaliar/lxon v. Lo Maiti'r. . . i. 84 

Coup^ Co. r. Maddick [1891] considered and 
distinguished. 

Samlei'son. v. Colli nx . , . i. 9G 

Courtenay r. Courtenay (184G) followed. 

I/i rc ChotiDijnil's Settlement ^ Seorix- 

Irlch V. xYer'uixon, . , . iii. 990 

Courtenay v. Williams (1844) discussed. 

Dingle v. Coupon . , . , ii. 984 

Courtier, In re; Coles v. Courtier (1886) 
considered. 

Dire Betty ; Betty y. Attorney-General 

Coventry^)'. Coventry (1724) followed, 

Charlton v. Charlton . . . iii. 15 

Cowen r. Truefitt, Ld. [1898] affirmed . i. 919 ; 

ii. 446 

Cowley (Earl) r. Countess Cowley [1900] 

affirmed , . , . . ii, 162 

Cowley (Earl of) r. Inland Eevenue Com- 
missioners [1899] reversed . i. 899 

Cowley V. Newmarket Local Board [1892] 
followed. 

Magtiire v. Liverpool Corporation ii. 80 

Cox v. Bishop (1867) followed, 

Bagot Dneumatio Tyre Co. v. Clipper 
JPnenmdtic Tyre Co. . . i. 379 

followed. 

i. Friar yBInlroydand Healey’ s Breioerie.x, 

Id. V, Singlet 071 . . . ii. 518 

followed. 

Itimage. v. llduHac/i , . . ii. 438 

Cox V. Bleines [1902] approved and 
followed. 

Bridge v. Paxxman , . , i. 1337 

Cox r. Hickman applied. 

Goxling v. Gaskell . . . i. 40 

Cox r. Truscott (1905) discussed. 

O’ Carroll Y. Jla-xtings . . . ii. G04 

Cox V. Willoughby (1880) followed. 

Brooks Y. Brooks . . . . ii. 1069 

Cox, McEwen & Co. r. Hoare Mann & Co. 

[1906] affirmed . . . iii. 342 


Coxen r. Rowland [1891] followed. 

Di re Marten ; Shaw v. Ma7'tcn . iii. 10 

Cradock v. Cradock (1857) affirmed. 

Ilungioood v. Ho/iywood . , iii. 1207 

Cranston, Di re [1898] followed. 

In re Skitter; Howard v. Lewix . i. 345 

Craven r. Pridmore [1902] applied. 

Henniker y. Howard . . . i. 277 

Craven (Earl of) v, Pridmore and Others 

[1901] reversed . . . i. 277 „ 

Crawford r. Forshaw [1891] considered. 

Dire Smith ; Baxtick v. Smith . iii. 990 

Crawley v. Crawley (1836) followed. 

Di re Pope ; Shaip v. Marxkall ; Di re 

United. Sereioe Ax.xociation . ii. 1209 

Orawshay, Di re (1888) considered. 

In 7'e Few; In re Learerx ; In rc. 
Morlcy iii. 1012 

followed. 

In re Morrison ; Moi'rison v. Mori'ison, 

2. 1257 

Credit Assurance and Guarantee Corporation 

Ld., In re (1902) reversed . i. 487 

Credland r. Potter distinguished. 

Be Calcotfs and Birin’s Contract . i. 197 

Cree r. St. Pancras Testry (1899) overruled. 
Bostook V. Banmiy Urhun Bixtrict 
Council iii. 138 

Crew r. Cummings (1888) principle ex- 
plained. 

In re Spiral Globe, Ld. . . i. 411 

Cribh V. Kynoch [1907] approved. 

Young v. Hojfman Mannfuctwing Co., 

Id. ii. 825 

Crichton’s Oil Co., It re [1901] affirmed i. 694 

Crisp r. Crisp (1872) discussed. 

Blood Y. Blood , , , , ii, 228 

Crompton v. Jarratt considered. 

Re Hodgson ; Taylor v. Hodgson . iii. 1121 

Cronmire, Be ; Bx paide Waud, varied ii. 11 

Crookhaven Mining Co., Be [1898] followed. 
Whitelcy Exerciser, Ld. v. Ganiage iii. 112 

Croome v. Croome (1888) applied. 

In 7'e West ; George v. Grose . iii. 1213 

Crosby r. Noton (1867) followed. 

In the goods of George Dennis . i. 1196 

Crossfield & Sons, Ld. r. Manchester Ship 

Canal Co, [1904] reversed in part i. 84 
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LIST OF CASES APFIEMED, EETEESED, ETC. 


COL. 

Crosslield & Sons r. Tanian [1900] dis- 
tinguished, 

Sharman v. Holliday and Greenwood^ 
Ld.. . . ' . . .1 ii. 790 

Crouch. V. The Credit Toncier of England 

not followed. 

Bt'chuanaland H-ploration Co., Ld. v. 
London 'Jvadlng Banli, Ld. (1895) 

j. 261 

Crown Bank, Ln re ; Lti re O’Malley (1890) 
not now followed. 

In re Hew Gold Coist Exyjloration Co., 

Ld i. 665 

Croysdale r. Sunhury-on- Thames Urhan 
District Council [1898] approved. 
Syhe.sy. Sowerby Urban Bi strict Council 


iii. 543 

Crumpe v. Crumpe [1899] affirmed . iii. 1205 
Crusader, The [1907] affirmed . .iii. 690 

Cuckfield Eural District Council r. G-oring 

[1898] approved. 

Barentry Rural Bistrict Council v. 

Parker ii. 85 

Cuckson V. Stones (1858) followed. 

Warren v. Whittingham . . ii. 846 

Cullen r, Elwin and Others affirmed . iii. 847 


Cullerne v. London and Suburban Building 
Society (1890) followed. 

Luca.'i and Others v. Fitzgerald and 


Others .... 

. i. 442 

Cullum r. Hodges (1901) reversed 

. iii, 799 

Gumming, In re (1852) applied. 

In re Gilchrist 

. ii. 639 

Cunard Steamship Co,, Ld. r. Marten [1902] 

affirmed ii. 360 


Cunnack r. Edwards [1896] distinguished. 

In re Printers and Transferers Amal- 
gamated Trades Pi'otection isooiety 

iii. 842 

Currie r. Booth Brothers (1901) reversed iii. 803 

Currey, In re (1886) distinguished. 

InreBanltes; Reynolds y. Ellis . iii, 470 

Curtice v. London, City and Midland Bank 

[1907] reversed . . . i. 104 

Curtis v. Embery (1872) followed. 

Jones V. Short .... iii. 805 

Curtis & Co. r. Head (1901) affirmed . ii. 309 

Curtis r. Old Monkland Conservative Asso- 
ciation reversed . . . ii. 248 


COL. 

Daglish, E.V parte] In re Wilde (1873) 
applied. 

A, Johns V. Ware . . . . ii. 989 

Dagnall, In re [1896] approved. 

In re Worsley , ... i. 128 

Dale and Plant, Ld. distinguished. 

Rs Heio British Irooi Co.,Ld.; Ex paHe 
Bechwith [1898] . . . i. 578 

Dalgleish r. Lowther [1899] reversed i. 1045 

Dalglish r. Barton [1900] disapproved. 

Wijnne-Finch v. Chaytor and Others iii. 98 

Dallas, In re, affirmed . . . . ii. 1012 

D’Almaine r. Moseley (1853) followed. 

Kirby-Smithy. Parnell . .iii. 1122 

Dalton V. Angus (1881) referred to. 

Union Lighterage Co. y. London Graving 
Boci Co i. 1083 

Dalton r. Fitzgerald [1897] distinguished. 

In re Anderson ] Pegler y . Qilliatt i. 1170 

Dalton Overseers v. North Eastern Ry. 

[1900] affirmed . . , ii. 84 

Daly r. Edwardes (1900) {sub nom. Edwards 
' V. Barrington) followed. 

Franlt Warr Co., Ld. v. London 
County Conned , . . i. 602 

(1901) affirmed (sub nom. Edwardes v. 

Barrington) , . . . ii. 611 

Daniel r. James (1877) doubted. 

Armstrong y. hlitchell . . . i. 61 

Danson, In re (1895) questioned. 

Hire Clutberbueh ] Fellowesy. Fellowes 

ii. 1209 

Danubian Sugar Factories, Ld. r. Inland 
Revenue Commissioners (1899) re- 
versed ih. 296 

Darcy (Lord) v. Askwith (1617) applied. 

We-d Ham Central Charity Board y. 

East London Water works Co. ii. 476 

Darley Main Collieries Co. v. Mitchell (1886) 
considered. 

Hally. BuTce of Norfolk . . ii. 964 

Darling & Sons u. Raeburn [1906] affirmed 

iii. 574 

Dartford Brewery Co., Ld. v. Till and 

Godfrey reversed . . . ii. 604 

Dashwoodi). Bulkeley (Lori) (1804) applied. 

In re Brown; Ingall y . Brown . iii. 1187 

followed. 

Hire Whiting; Whiting y • Be Rutzen 
[19.5] '..... iii- 461 
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LIST OE CASES AEFIKMED, BEVEESED, ETC. 


COL, 

Dashwood r. Jermya (1879) followed. 

Aslaooll and JVeshit, Ld. v. Stanton , i. 669 

David and Mattliews, In ro [1899] applied. ^ 

In re lean Hotel Co. ; Salter v. Leas 
Hotel Co i. 393 

David r. Rees [1904] followed. 

Balee v. French .... iii. 107 

David Mclver, Sons & Co. Ld. r. Tate 

Steamers, Ld. (1902) affirmed iii. .593 

Davidson & Co. v. Caledonian Ry. Co. (1889) 

reversed i. 629 

Davidson v. Snmmerlee and Moss End Iron 

Co. questioned. 

H'iddrio and Bciiham Coal Co. v. 
M‘Fay ii. 731 

(1903) dis.appi’ 0 vcd. ; 

StrannUjan v, Baird . , . ii. 732 

Davies, Bo (1898) affirmed . . . iii. 77-4 

Davies’ Trusts, In re (1871) distinguisLcd. 

In re Marten; Sham y. Marten . iii. 10 

Davies Brothers & Co. r. Davies (1887) 
not followed. 

Bicington v. Garden . . . iii. 759 

Davies r. Parry [1899] approved. 

In re Bclhani ; Biekardcs y. Tates i, 1243 

Davies v, Seisdon Union [1906] reversed iii. 250 

Davies v. Thomas [1900] followed. 

In re Stuoley ; Stneley v. Keheioleh 

ii. 646, 650 

Davis r, Fitton (1842) followed, 

Thompson y. IBclman . ii. 957 ; iii. 396 

Davis r. Petrie [1905] affirmed , . i. 200 

Davis V, Starr (1889) explained. 

Parry v. Liverpool Malt Co.. . i. 82 

Davis r. Stoddart (1902) affirmed . . ii. 19 

Davis V. Town Properties Investment Cor- 
poration, Ld. [1902] affirmed . ii. 488 

Dawes V. Hawkins (1860) approved. 

Corsellis and Others y, London County 
Coxmcil ii. 64 

Dawkins v. Lord Paulet (1871) followed. 

Fdmondson y. Bundle and Others . iii. 321 

Dawson, In re [1906] not followed. 

In re Henry ; Gordon v. Gordon . iii. 982 

Dawson r. African CSnsolidated Land and 

Trading Co. [1898] reversed . i. 420 

— followed. 

British Asliestos Co., Ld. and Other.s y. 
Boyd and Others . . . i. 419 


COL. 

Dawson v. G. N. and City Ry. Co. [1901] 

reversed i. 608 

Dawson v, Hearn (1331) discussed. 

In re Bohhins ; Bohhinsy. Legg 

. i. 1239 

Dawson v. Small (1874) followed. 

In re Bogerson; Bird v. Lee 

. i. 349 

Day V. Day (1845) not followed. 

In re Wells ; Boyer v. McLean 

‘ . iii. 985 

Day r. Kelland (1899) affirmed 

. ii. 1032 

Day r. Singleton [189i)] reversed 

. iii, 394 

distinguished. 

Pease v, Courtney . 

. iii. 494 

Day r. Woolwich Equitable Building Society 

(1888) questioned. 

ICing V. Smith , i. 1166 ; ii. 994 ; iii. 740 

Day Patents Co. r. Howard Bros, 
affirmed .... 

(1903) 

, ii. 1149 

Deakin r. Webb disaj»proved. 

Well) V. Outrim . 

. i. 921 

Dean v. Dean [1891] followed. 

In ro Wrightson . 

. iii. 1199 


Dearie, Fx parte ; Be Hastings followed. 

Be Palmer ; Bx parte Brims i. 138 

Dearie v. Hall (1823) applied. 

Lloyd's Banli v. Pearson . . ii. 1036 

(1826) followed. 

In re Balias ii. 1012 

De Beauvais r. Green reversed . . i. 1099 

De Beers Consolidated Mines, Ld. r. Howe 

[1905] affirmed , . . ii. 268 

Dehenham ?). Mellon (1880) followed. 

Bemington v. Broadwood and Another 

ii. 166 

Debtor, In re A [1903] approved. 

Sanmel and Another y, Xewhold . ii. 980 

De Braam v. Ford (1900) reversed . i. 274 

De Brassac r. Martyn (1863) considered. 

Lever y. Koffler , . , . ii. 442 

Deeley v. Perkes [1896] followed. 

Lvdington Cigarette Maohino Co. v. 
Baron Cigarette Machine Co, ; In re 
Pitt’s Patent , . . . ii. 1087 

Li re Justice's Patent . . . ii. 1119 

De Falbe, In re [1901] affirmed suh noin. 

Leigh v. Taylor .... iii, 432 

De Ferranti v. British Thomson-Houston 

Co., Ld. (1902) affirmed . . ii. 1102 



LIST OF CASES AFFIRMED, REVERSED, ETC. 


57 


COL. 

De Hart r. Compania de Seguros “Aurora ” 

[1903] affirmed . . . . ii. 348 

Deigliton r. Harris’s Coutract [1898] re- 
versed iii. 364: 

De Da Bere r. C. A. Pearson (1907) affirmed 

ill. 127 

De la Warr r. Miles (1881) applied. 

Daiosonv, M^Qvognan . . . i. 1059 

Delaroque r. S. S. Oxenholme & Co. (1883) 
approved. 

Bartlett v. IBtjgins . . . iii. 758 

De Lassalle r. Guildford (1901) reversed 

ii. 499 

De linden, In rc [1897] followed. 

Thiery v. Chalmem, Guthrie 4’ Co. ii. 651 

Delmer v. M'Calie (1803) explained. 

May V. Platt .... iii. 391 

Delta, The (1876) followed. 

The Challenge, and The Due d'Auniale 

ii. 433 

De Lusi’s Trusts, In rc (1879) distinguished. 

In re Marten ; Shato v. Marten . iii. 10 

De Mattos v. Gibson (18.59) distinguished. 
Bncltnall Brothers v. Tatem. 4' Co. 

iii. 668 

Denham & Co., In re (188.3) followed. 

Lucas and Others v. Fitzgerald and 
Others i. 4:42 

De Hicols v. Curlier [1898] reversed and 
restored ii. 148 

Denning v. Henderson (1847) followed. 

Jones V. Gardiner .... iii. 365 

Dent V. Bennett (1839) followed. 

Cavendish v. Strutt . . . iii. 614 

Dent r. Dent (186.3) considered. 

Houghton v. Houghton \ 1903] . ii. 190 

Denton, Be ; Licences Insurance Corpora- 
tion r. Denton [1903] reversed . ii. 40 

De Prato r. Partick Magistrates (1906) 
affirmed. iii. 173 

De Eosaz, In the goods of (1877) followed. 

Coogmr, In the goods of . . i. 1222 

Derry r. Peek (1889) referred to. 

Greenwood v. Leather Shod Wheel Co. 

i. 427 

Derwent Bolling Mills Co., In re; York 
City and County Banking Co. r. The 
Company, affirmed . , . i. 478 


COL. 

De Teissier’s Settled Estates, In re [1893] 

approved . . . . iii. 434 


applied In re Willis ; Willis v. 

Willis 


• 

iii. 

503 

Stanford v. Boberts 

. iii. 

440 

Deverges r. Sandeman, Clark & Co. 

[1901] 


affirmed .... 

. ii. 

1030 

Devonald r. Bosser (1906) affirmed 

. i. * 

673; 

ii. 

839 

Devonian, The (1901) affirmed 

. iii. 

673 

Devonport Corporation r. Tozer 

[1902] 


affirmed .... 

ii. 

121 

Dewarn Goodman [1907] affirmed 

ii. 

617 

Dewar -a Tasker & Sons, Xd. reversed 

. ii. 

835 

• 

Dewar v. Winder (1896) doubted. 



Sanders v. Hamilton 

. i. 

1167 


Dewes i\ Biley (1 851) followed. 

Be.x T. Governor of Pentonville Prison; 
Berner v. Cork and Another . i. 854 


Dexter’s Application, In re; In 9>(? Wills’s 
Trade Mark [1893] not followed. 

Bay V. Itiley and Whittaker , iii. 879 

Dexter i\ United Gold Coast Mining Pro- 
perties (1901) reversed. 
under v. Better [1901] - i. 601 ; i. 684 

D’Eyncourt v. Gregory (1866) observed on. 

Be Falbe, In re; Ward v. Taylor iii. 1184 

(1876) distinguished. 

Fversley QLord), In re; Mildmuy v. 
Mildmay .... iii. 1184 

D’Huart Harkness (1865) followed. 

Price, In re; Tomlin 'f. Latter . iii, 19 

Dibb r. Walker [1893] applied. 

In re Chant; Bird^. Godfrey . ii. 663 

Dibdenr.Skirrow and Others [1908] affirmed 

i. 1289 

Dickens v, Banderson [1901] explained. 

Boots Cash Chemists, Ld. y . Cowling i. 1320 

Dickinson v, Dickinson (1890). 

Koch V. Koeh . . . . ii. 189 

Dickinson v. Dillwyn (1869) dictum adopted. 

Coles V. Coles .... iii. 468 

Dickinson v. Harbottle (1873) overruled. 

Warren v. Brown . . • i*. 1073 

Dicksee v. Hoskins (190l)^reversed . ii. 867 

Dictator, The [1892] followed. 

Gemma, The i. 9 

Didisheim r. London and Westminster Bank 

[1900] reversed . . . ii. 663 
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LIST OF CASES AFFIEMED, EEVEESED, ETC. 


COL. 

Bidisheim (’.London and Westminster Bank 

(1899) distinguished. 

Thknjy. Ckuhnet's, 6fiith)ue of Co. ii. 651 

— - [1900] considered. 

jybw YorJi Securit)/ and Trust Co. y. 
Koi/.'^rr ii. 650 

Bierken r. Philpot [1901] distinguished. 

Snoadf v. ^Yothprtotl Barytas and Lead 
Mhuny Co., Ld. . . . i. 736 

Biggie r. Higgs (1877) followed. 

Shoolhn'd v. Boliarts . . . i. 213 

Billon, Lire (1890) followed. 

In re Weston ; Bartholomeio v. 'Menzies 

ii. 38 

obsexyed upon. 

In re Beaumont ; Beavniont v. Bivbank 

ii. 37 

Birect Spanish Telegraph Co., Ld. v. Shepherd 

(1884) followed. 

Bourn and Taut v. Salmon and Gluelt- 
stein, Ld ii. 466 

Bix i’. Great Western Ry. Co. (1886) distin- 
guished. 

McChean Y. Giles {Xo.2') . . hi. 43 

Bixon, In re; Heynes r, Bixon [1899] 

affirmed ii. 157 

Bixon, Re; Tousey v. Sheffield [1898] 

affirmed iii. 766 

Bixon V. Winch (1899) affirmed . ii. 992, 1034 

Bixon V. Wrench (1869) distinguished. 

Bollund Y.-Youny . . . iii. 78 

doubted. 

Ideal Bedding Co., Ld, v. Holland i. 1346 

Bobell & Co. Green & Co. (1899) affirmed 
* iii. 679 

Bodd r. Bodd [1906] di.stinguished. 

Failes Y, Failes . . . . ii. 192 

Bodds V. South Shields Union [1895] com- 
mented on. 

Cartwright y. Soulcoatcs Union . iii. 244 

Bodson, In re; Gihson r. Bodson [1907] not 
followed. 

hire Orlehar ; WyntevY. Orlehar i. 884 

Boe r. Barnard (1849) doubted. 

Perry v. Clissold . ... i. 932 

Boe V. Bonovan (1809) applied. 

Bixon Y. Bradfoi^ and District Ry. 

Serraivts Coal Supply Society ii. 448 

Boe d. Calvert r. Reia discussed. 

Birmingh'iin Breweries, Ld. v. Jameson 
(1898) ii. 508 


COL. 

Boe d, Huntingtower r, Culliford (1824) 
followed. 

Wride V. Dyer , ... i\. 449 

Boe d. King r. Grafton (1862) discussed. 

Lewis V. Balter . . , . ii. 450 

Doe r. Lancashire (1792) applied. 

In re Wihner's Irusts; Moore y. Wing- 
field iii. 1199 

Doe d. Leicester r. Biggs (1809) followed. 

In re Adams and Perry’s Contract iii. 1224 

Doe r. Lewis (1842) followed. 

In re Inman; Inman v. him in . i. 1027 

Doe d. Hohle r. Bolton (1839) followed. 

In re Adams and Perry's Contract iii. 1224 

Doe d. Patteshall 7’. Turford (1832) followed. 


Mellor V. Walmsley , . , i. 1177 

Doe d, Richmond r. Morphett (1845) dis- 
sented from. 

Wride y. Dyer , ... i\. 449 

Doe V. Walker (1826) followed. 

Lewis y. Baker and Others . , ii. 453 

Doe d. Wyatt r. Byron (1845) applied. 

3Ioore y. Smee and Another . . ii. 498 

Doherty r, Allman (1878) followed. 

MoEacharn y. Colton . . . ii. 613 

Dorking Union r. St. Saviour’s Union [1898] 

affirmed ii. 1239 

Dormer v, Ward [1900] reversed . . ii. 225 

Doucet /•. Geoghegan (1878) followed. 

Attorney - General v. Winans and' 
Another i. 906 


Doughty r. Lomagunda Reefs [1902] affirmed 

i. 456 

Douglas 7’. Douglas (1898) discussed. 


Frans v. Frans and Blyth . . ii. 229 

Douglas 7’. Smith [1907] affirmcl . i. 1139 

Dover Coalfield Extension, Ld., In re. [1907] 

affirmed i, 437 

Dovey 7’. Cory [1901] followed. 

Prefontahie v. Grenier , . . i. 420 

Dowlais, The (1901) affirmed . . iii, 685 

Downes, In re (1844) followed. 

In re WelVborne . . . . iii. 763 

Dowse v. Gorton [1891] followed. 


In re Hodges, deceased ; Hodges v. 
Hodges ... . i. 1251 



LIST OF CASES AFFIEMED, EEVERSED, ETC. 
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COL. 

Dowsett, 1)1 re [1901] approved. 

Bed(lingto)i v. Baumann and jbiotlier 

iii. 17 

Doyle r. Beattie & Son (1900) disapproved. 

Fur renter 4’’ Co. v. M^Callum . ii. 711 

Doyle Blake (1801) ai^proved. 

Xational Trunteen, S^'c Agency v. Oene- 
ral Finance^ c]'c,. Age.ne]i ' . i. 911 

Drax, In re ; Saville r. Drax [1903] affirmed 

ii. 616 

Dredge r Parnell (1899) affirmed . ii. 1111 

Drew V. Earl of Norbury (1816) explained. 

Brice V. John . . . iii. 46.6 

Dreyfus r. Peruvian Guano Co. (1889) ap- 
plied. 

Cooper V. Laidler . , . . i. 1083 

Driefontein Consolidated Gold Mines, Ld. v. 

Janson [1900] affirmed . . ii. 365 

Drogheda SteamPacket Co., Ld., In re [1903] 
followed. 

In re Artizann' Land and Mortgage 
Corporation . . . . ii. 619 

Drucker, In re (^Xo. 1) [1902] affirmed i. 196 

Dublin Corporation v. Trinity College, Dub- 
lin (1902) affirmed . . . ii. 785 

Dublin United Tramways Co., Id. r. Martin 

Fitzgerald [1903] affirmed . iii. 950 

Dublin, Wicklow and Wexford By. Co., lEfc 
parte Jordan (1892) not followed. 

In re Ve^r nun's Estate . . . ii. 562 

Du Cane and Nettlefold’s Contract, In re 

[1898] approved. 

In re Mundg and Roper s Contract iii. 417 

Due d'Aumale, The (1903) affirmed . iii. 36 

Duckworth, Be [1898] distinguished. 

Be Auriferous Broperties, Ld. (Xo. 1) 

i. 662 

Duddell r. Simpson (1866) followed. 

Bi re Spindler and Mean's Contract iii. 386 

Dudden r. Clutton Union (1857) applied. 

Mostyn v. Atherton . . . iii. 1011 

Dudley Corporation, In re (1881) applied. 

Jury and Others v. Barnsley Corpora- 
tion iii. 536 

Dudley, etc.. Electric Traction Co., Ld., and 
Dudley Corporation, In re., reversed 

iii. 961 

Dudley and Kingswinford Tramways Co., In 

re (1893) disapproved. 

Attorney- General v. Bournemouth, Cor- 
poration hi. 959 


COL. 

Dunbar i\ Ardee Guardians [1897] followed. 

Tozeland v. West Bam Union . iii. 1230 

Dut.can v. Dundee Shipping Co. (1878) fol- 
lowed. 

The Cargo ex BoH Victor , . iii. 700 

Duncan Pox & Co. r. North and South 
Wales Bank (1880) followed. 

Nicholas V. Bidley . . . ii. 1033 

Buncombe v. Brighton Club and Norfolk 
Hotel Co. (1875) discussed. 

Thaliur Ganesh Balish v. Thuliur Ilari- 
liar Balish, . ... \, 1018 

Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co., Ld. r. Bucking- 
ham and Adams (1901) followed. 

Dunlop Bneumutio Tyre Co., Ld. v. 

Crcsswell and Others . . ii. 1154 

Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co., Ld. v. Clifton 
Eubber Co., Ld. (1902) reversed 

ii. 1200 

Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co., Ld. r. David 
Moseley & Sons, Ld. [1904] affirmed 

^ ii. 1128 

Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co. r. Dunlop Motor 

Co. affirmed .... iii. 903 

Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co., Ld. r. New 

Lamb TyruCo. (1902) affirmed ii. 1201 

Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co., Ld. Maison 
Talbot and Others ; Clipper Pneu- 
matic Tyre Co. v. Same reversed 

iii. 827 

Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co., Ld. v. Ostrich 
Tyre and Eim Co. (1902) followed. 

Dunlop Bneumatio Tyre Co., Ld. v. 
United Buhter Worlts, Ld., and, 

B. S. Wood . . . ii. 1154, 1199 

Dunn r. Bucknall Brothers ; Dunn v. Donald 

Currie & Co. (1901) affirmed iii. 610 

Dunn V. Plood (1883) followed. 

In re Hollis's Hospital {Trustees of) 

and Hague's Contract . . lii. 408 

Dunning v. Grosvenor Dairies, Ld. [1900] 
not followed. 

Dean and Chapter of Chester and Others 
■V. Smelting CorporaUon,Ld. . li. 1063 

Dunning, In re ; Hatherley r. Dunning 

(1885) followed. 

In re Hayioard ; Tioeedie v. Hiunoard 

i. 1244 

Du Pasq.uier r. Cadbury, Jones & Co. (1903 ) 
followed. 

Trotter v. Windham 4' Co. . . i. 746 

Durant & Co. r. Eoberta and Keighley 

Maxted & Co. (1900) reversed ^ li. 48 
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LIST OF GASES AFFIKMEL, EEVEESED, ETC. 


COL. 

Durliam Bros, v, Robertson [1898] referred 
to. 

In re Mont(iomery~3foore Ship Collilton- 

Boors Syndicate^ Ld. , . i. #73 

Durliam Corporation r. Fowler (1889) fol- 
lowed. 

C/ij'tm and Arrinyton Union v. Beio il. 48 

‘Durliam County Council and West Hartle- 
pool County Borough, Re (1906) 
rovcrKcd ii. 583 

Durran v. Durran affirmed . . . iii. 1181 

Durrant r. Branksome Urban District 

Council [1897] affirmed . iii. 639 

Dutton, In re (1878) distiaguisbod. 

In re CJarlie ; Clarhe Clarltg . i. 340 

Dyott r, Heville (1S87) followed. 

Horton v. Rosson . , . . ii. 1009 

y 

E. 

E. A, B., In re [1902] applied. 

In re Raines ; E.v parte Roard of Trade 

i. 229 

distinguiabed. 

In re Rilliny i. 223 

Eardley r. Granville (1870) followed. 

Ratten Poidl v. Kennedy . . ii. 950 

Earl r. lubbock affirmed . . . ii. 831 

Earle t‘. Kingseote [190 j] affirmed . ii. 158 

Eastbourne Corporation r. Attorney-General 

[1904] affirmed . . . iii. 302 

East Freemantle Corporation v. Annois 

(1902) followed. 

Ash and Another v. G. N. Piccadilly 
and Rronipton R,y. Co, ; Roberts v. 
Chariny Cros,s, Euston and Hamp- 
stead liy. Co, . , . . ii. 1062 

East India Ey. Co. r. Secretary of State for 

India varied ii. 243 

Eastern and Midlands Ry. Co., In re (1890) 
followed. 

WroKhain Mold and Connah's Quanj Ry, 

Co,,, In re .... iii. 212 

Eastern Telegraph Co. v. Dent affirmed ii. 609 

Eastman Photographic Materials Co., Id. v. 
Comptroller- General [1898] fol- 
lowed. 

Kodalt, Ld. v. London Stereoscopic Co. 

Ld. iii. 870 

— — commented on, 

J. C. J. Field 4- Co,, Ld. v. Waged Syn- 
dicate, Ld iii. 863 


COL, 

Eastman’s Settled Estates, 2n re [1898] 
followed. 

In re Carne's Settled Es-tates . iii. 611 

Easton r. Isted (1902) affirmed . . i. 1076 

Eastwood Brothers, Id. i\ Honley Urban 
District Council (1900) afiirmed 

lii. 1030 

Ebbets r. Conquest [1896] applied. 

Mohjneii'jo v. Richard . ii. 478 ; iii. 782 

Ebdy r. McGowan (1870) approved and fol- 
lowed. 

Gibson V. Pease . ... i. 282 

Ebsworth'and Tidy’s Contract, In re (1889) 
■considered. 

In re Stamford, Spaldiny (vnd Ro.don 
Ranhiny Co. and Knight'.'^ Contract 
\ iii. 356 

Eccles V. Mills [1898] approved and fol- 
lowed. 

Stuart and Others y. Joy and Another ii. 620 

Ecclesiastical Commissioners r. Pinney 

[1899] affirmed . . . i. 1103 

Ecclesiastical Commissioners for England 
V. North Eastern Ry. Co. (1877) 
followed. 

In re Astleg and Tyldesley Coal and 
Salt Co. and Tyldesley (joal Co. li. 557 
Rnlli Coal Mining Co. v. Osborne , ii. 668 

Ecroyd v, Coulthard [1898] affirmed . i. 1293 

Eddystone Marine Insurance Co., In re 
[1893] distinguished. 

In re Leinster Contract Corporation, Ld. 

i. 520 

Eden’s Executors and Joicey & Co. and North 
Eastern Ry. Co., Ln re [1907] 
reversed i. 628 

Edgeworth r. Edgeworth (1869) applied. 

In re SanfoHh' s WiU[lQ0\'] , iii. 1179 

Edinburgh Street Tramways Co., Id. r. 
london County Council (1891) 
followed. 

London Tramways Co,, Ld. v. London 
County Co'Uneil [1898] . . i. 759 

Edinburgh Water Trustees r. Somerville & 

Son (189G) reversed . . iii. 1062 

Edmunds v. Waugh (1866) followed, 

Ringley, Coppen . . i. 1247 ; ii. 984 

In re Lloyd, Lloyd v. Lloyd , ii. 567 

Edwards r. Barrington sub noin, Daly v. 

Edwards affirmed . . . li. 611 

Edwards r. Dennis (1886) discussed. 

Roard 4' Son v. Hnddart . . iii. 859 
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LIST OF CASES AFFIRMED, EEYERSED, ETC. 


COL. 

Edwards i\ Beunis [1885] applied. 

I?i re Hart's (^Maurioe Joh)i) Trade 

Jfarli lii. 885 

followed. 

In re A. J)' ^1. CronqAon Co.'s Trade 
Mark iii. 881 

In re Siiter, Hartmann and JiaJitJen's 
Irade Mark .... iii. 885 

In re Verity's Trade Mark . , iii. 857 

Edwards v. Godfrey [1899] considered. 

Isaacson v. New Grand {Junotion), Ld. 

ii. 690 

Edwards r. Hope (1886) followed. 

Baud V. Bees and Others . . iii. 107 

Edwards r. Martin (1856) distinguished. 

Williams V. Morgan . . . ii. 991 

Edwards r. Midland Ey. Co. (1880) followed. 

Cornford v. Carlton Bank . . ii. 672 

Edwards r. Steel, Young & Co. [1897] 

aiBrmed iii. 667 

dicta in, followed. 

Purves V. Straits of Borer Steamship Co. 

iii. 567 

Edwardes Menu Co., Ed. v. Chudleigh (1898) 

affirmed i. 671 

Ehrlich V. Ihlee (1887) distinguished. 

Wilson S' Wilson Brothers BohUn Co,, 

Id. V. Wilson S' Co. (fBarnsleij), Ld, 

ii. 1174 

Ehrmann Bros., In re reversed . . i. 414 

Eichhaum r. City of Chicago Grain Eleva- 
tors, Ld. [1891] referred to. 

Bellerhy v. Rowland and Marwood's 
Steamship Co., Ld. . . . i. 505 

Elderslie Steamship Co., Ld. r. Borthwiok 

[1904] affirmed . . . lii. 612 

Electric Construction Co., Ld. v. Imperial 

Tramways Co., Ld. affirmed ii. 1134 

Electromohile Co., Ld. v. British Eleotro- 
mohile Co., Ld., and Others (1907) 

affirmed iii. 874 

Elias, In re (1857) followed. 

In re Be Larragoiti . . . ii. 663 

Ellen V. Great Northern Ey. Co. (1901) 

affirmed i- 867 

EUinger & Co. v. Mutual Life Insurance Co. 

of New York [1904] affirmed ii. 319 

Elliot -ri. Pilcher [1901] not followed. 

Watts V. Stevens . . . . i. 1328 

Elliott V, Crutchley [1906] affirmed . i. 681 


Col, 

Elliott V, Garrett [1902] followed, 

White S' Co. V. Credit Reform As.soeia- 
tion and Credit Index, Ld, i, . 1044 

Eiy.ott -r. North Eastern 'Ey. Co. (1863) 
followed. 

London and North, Western Rg. Co. v. 

Walker iii. 181 

Ellis V. Camberwell Assessment Committee 

(1900) affirmed . . . ii. 907 

Ellis Duke of Bedford [1899] affirmed 

iii, 48 

Ellis V. Ellis [1896] followed. 

Rowlatids V. Roiolands . . . ii, 237 

Ellis V. Marshall & Son (1896) followed. 

Basehety. London Illustrated Standard 

Co i. 722 

• 

EJlis V. McHenry distinguished. 

New Zealand Loan and Mercantile 
Agency Co. v. il/orr;sort[1895] i. 542, 993 

Ellis T. Eowbotham affirmed . . ii. 458 

Elmslie r. Boursier (1869) followed. 

Saccharin Corporation, Ld. v. Anglo- 
Continental Chemical Works, Ld, 

ii. 1116, 

Elphinstone «.‘Bedreechund (1830) followed. 

Ex parte B. F, Marais . . i. 763 

Eisner and McArthur’s Case [1895] fol- 
lowed, 

Transvaal Exploring Co., Ld. v. AlMon 
(Transvaal) Gold Mines, Ld, i. 616 

Elwes V. Payne (1879) distinguished, 

Bimlop PnetmaUc Tyre Co. v. Ilukhard 
Patents and Tyre Syndicate, Ld. 

ii. 1190 

Ely’s Estates, In re [1904] considered. 

In re Annaly's Trusts . . iii. 456 

Emanuel and Others r. Symon [1907] re- 
versed . ... . i. 641 

Emary v. Nolloth [1903] applied and fol- 
lowed. 

McKenna v. Harding . . . ii. 425 

followed. 

Conlon V. Mouldowney , . . ii. 425 

Embiricos r, Anglo-Austrian Bank [1904] 

affirmed .... . i. 250 

Emmens r. Pottle (1886) discussed. 

Vizetelly v. Mud'ie's Select Library, Ld. 

ii. 533 

Emmerson v. Maddison affirmed . . i. 959 

Emperor v. Eolfe applieeh 

Buffield V. M'Mastev „ . ^ itu 1191 
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• COL 

Engelliardt v. Farrant & Co. [1897] ap- 
proved. 

MaDinoihU v. Great Western Mi/. Go. 

iii. 187 

England r. Lavers (1866) followed. * 

In re Tanered's Settlement, Somerville 
V, TancreA .... iii. 7 

England r. Webb [1898] applied. 

Scottish. Provident Institution v. Com,- 
inissioner of 7 axes . . . i. 9-13 

English r. Scottish Marine Insurance Co. 

(1870) followed. 

Ci/ele Halters Co-operative Supply Co.y. 
Simms i. 570 

English and American Machinery Co., Ld. 
r. Union Boot and Shoe Co., Ld. 

(1894) followed. 

Suteliffo Y. Ahhott , . * . ii. 1186 

English, Scottish and Australian Chartered 
Bank, In re [1893] discussed and 
applied. 

In re Syria- Ottoman My. Co, , i. 585 

“Englishman,” The, and the “Australia” 

[1894] distinguished. 

“ Moryenr/rj/," The, and, The “ Mlach- 
eooli'" iii, 677 

Eq,uitable Life Assurance Society of United 
States V. Bishop [1899] affirmed, 

ii. 249 

Erlanger t\ New Sombrero Phosphate Co. 

(1878) approved. 

Burland v. Parle . . . . i. 447 

discussed. 

Lagunas Nitrate Co. v. Lagunas Syndi- 
cate , i, 462 

followed. 

In re Tmulg Forrest (^Mu rehisoii) Gold 
Mine, Ld. . ... i, 463 

Evan V. Avon Corporation (1860) followed, 

Watson V. Ilythe Corporation . iii. 42 

Evans r. Conway Justices [1900] reversed 

ii. 398 

Evans v. Hoare [1892] distinguished. 

Iluedilesltj V. Pooh, . . , iii. 387 

Evans i\ Newport Urban Sanitary Autho- 
rity (1889) discussed, 

Portsmouth Corporations. Pall . ii. 137 

Everall r. Brown [1905] affirmed .... i. 738 

Evers v. Challis (1859) distinguished. 

In re Pancoeh / M^atson v. Watson 

ii. 1213 

Ewart, In the goods of (1869) followed. 

Lithe goods of Bey non . . i. 1212 


COL. 

Ewart )•, Fryer (1901) affirmed suh now. 

Fryer v. Fwurt . . . ii. 495 

Exchange Telegraph Co. Central News 

[1897] followed, 

The Exchange Telegraph Co., TP. v. 
Howard and the Jjondon and Man- 
chester Press Agency, Ld. . i. 720 

Exeter Corporation r. Heaman (1878) dis- 
tinguished. 

Graccy v. Banlmdgc Urban District 
Council , . ' . . . ii. 678 

Eyre r. New Forest Highway Board (1892) 
followed and applied. 

Attorney -General v. Antrohvs . ii. 59 

Ezra V. Secretary of State for India and 

Others affirmed . . . i. 1000 

F, 

F. v. P. (falsely called F.) (1896) followed. 

B. (otherwise P.') r.B. . . . ii. 203 

Fahey r. Frawley (1890) applied. 

Gore V. Gore i. 258 

“Falcon,” The (1878) followed. 

The Burma i. Ifl 

Falconar r. South Shields Corporation 

(1895) distinguished, 

We.I B.iding of Torhs Birers Board v. 
Preston 4' Sons , . , iii. 1031 

considered. 

West Biding of Yorhs Mirers Board v, 
Benhen Gaunt cf Sons, Ld, . iii. 1029 

Fane, Ex parte (1848) followed. 

Elliot V. North .... iii. 1079 

Farhenfabriken Application (1894) over- 
ruled. 

Eastman Photographic Materials Co. v. 
Comptroller- General of Patents, 


Designs and Trade Marks . iii. 860 

Farlow, Ex parte (1831) discussed. 

Lynch v. Glasgow Corporation . i. 601 

Farlow i\ Stevenson (1899) affirmed . ii. 473 

Farnhorough, In re (1880) followed. 

In re No. 9 Bomare Moad . . i, 653 

Farnham’s Trusts, In re; Law Union and 
Crown Insurance Co. v. Hartopp 
reversed lii. 605 


Farnham Flint, Gravel and Sand Co. r. 

Faruham Union (1 900) upheld iii. 243 

Farq,nhar v. Haddon (1871) distinguished. 

In re Holland ; Brettel v. Holland iii. 1224 

Farquharson Bros. & Co. v. King & Co, 

[1901] reversed - . i. 42 ; iii. 348 
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COL. 

Farrar v. Farrars, Ld. (1888) applied. 

Ilodwn V. BcauH . . . . ii. 1030 

V. Easton . . . , ii. 1007 

Faulder’s Trade Mark (1901) reversed, iii. 881 

Faulkner r. LitcMeld (1815) followed. 

In re St. Lulie., Chelsea . ' , . i. 1090 

Favard v. Favard (1896) followed. 

Gordon v. Gordon and Gordon . ii. 185 

Fear r. Morgan [1907] affirmed . . i. 1073 

Fearnsides, Eire [1903] followed. 

Eire Orlebar ; Wijnterr. Orlehur 5. 884 

Feast, In re (1887) distinguished. 

El re H. B. (or a EeVtor') . . i. 142 

Fell r. Charity Lands Official Trustee [1898] 

affirmed i. 324 

Fels r. Thomas Hedley & Co., Ld. ; Fels v. 
Stephenson Bros. ; Fels v. Chris- 
topher Thomas & Bros, affirmed iii. 872 

Fenn v. Miller [1900] followed. 

Barclay, Curie 4’ Co. v. McKinnon ii. 756 

Ferguson, E,c parte (1888) dissented from. 

Ex parte Connolly to Sheridan and 
Russell iii. 765 

Fernley's Trusts, In re [1902] followed. 

In re Gaxiie ; Game v. Tennant . ii. 1216 

Ferrao’s Case (1874) approved. 

North Sydney Investment and Tramway 

Co. V. liigyins . . . i. 924 

Fewster, In re; Herdman v. Fewster (1901) 
followed. 

In re Wilkins ; Enisle y v. Wilkins iii. 1015 

Fewings, Ex jiarte (1883) approved. 

Euommlo Life Assuranoe, Society v. 
Ushorne ' ii. 998 

Field V. Field [1894] distinguished, 

In re Be Potlionier ; Bent v. Be 
Pothonier .... iii. 1006 

Field r. Woods (1837) followed. 

Maynard Y. Consolidated Kent Collieries, 

Ld i. 629 

Field Steamship Co. r. Burr [1898] affirmed 

ii. 328 

Fielden r. Morley Corporation [1899] 

affirmed .... in. 137, 788 

Fielding, Ex parte (1861) followed. 

Brooks V. Bagsliaiv . . . i. 1306 

Filby r. Hounsell [1896] distinguished. 

Clark V. RoMnson . . , iii. 378 


. COL. 

Finance Act, 1894 , and Studdert, In re 

[1900] (,snb nom. Inland Revenue 
Coninussiomrs v. Priestley) affirmed 

i. 898 

Fi#ch ; Finch v. Finch dissented from. 

Rawlimon v. Sclioles (1898) . . i. 1233 

Finch r. Great Western By. Co, (1880) 
approved. 

Harris v. Flower Son . , i. 1060 

Finch r. London and South Western By. Co. 

(1890) applied. 

Cardiff Ry. Y. Tuff Vale Ry. . iii. 181 

Finchley Electric Light Co. v. Finchley 
Urban District Council [1902] reversed 

ii. 131 

Finlay r. Chirney (1888) discussed. 

Baxies Hood and Others i. 1189 ; iii. 736 

Finlay x. Darling [1887] followed. 


El re Clutteriuck ; Bloxam v. Clutter- 


luck . ‘ . 

iii. 471 

Finley, In re (1888) referred to. 


Stacey v. Hill 

i. 131 

followed. 


Eire Baker; E,v parte Lupton . 

i. 130 

Finnic & Son r. Duncan distinguished. 


Baird if Co., Ld. v. Kane 

ii. 733 

Finney v. Grice (1878) considered. 



Ei re Seta n- Smith ; Burnand y, Waite 
I iii. 1109 

Finney x, Hinde (1879) commented on. 

Stewart v. Rhodes .... lii. 78 

Firbank’s Executors r. Humphreys (1886) 
followed. 

Starkey Y. Bank of England . i, 46 

Firth V. Slingsby (1888) approved. 

Barnes v, Glenton . . . ii. 659 

Fish, El re; Bennett v. Bennett [18'93] 
distinguished. 

In re Robinson ; Clarkson y. Bixon iii. 981 

Fisher, In re [1894] applied. 

In re Schmarr . . . i, 625 

Fisher v. Black and White Publishing Co 

(1900) reversed . . , i. 442 

Fisk ->•. Attorney-General (1867) followed. 

EireRogerson; Bird y. Lee . i, 350 

Fitch r. Bermondsey Guardians 1904] 

affirmed . • . . . ii. 1238 

Fitz X. Isles [1893] discussed. 

Ashby V. Wilson . . . . ii. 486 

Holloway Brothers, Ed. v. Hill . li. 487 
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• . COL. 

FitzGerald, Li re; Surman r. Fitzgerald 

[15)03] reversed . . . i. G17 

Fitzpatrick v. Evans & Co. [1901] affirmed 

ii. gl8 

Fitzsimmons r. Lord Mostyn [1903] affirmed 

ii. 452 

Five Steel Barges, The (1890) followed. 

The Cargo ex Port Victor . . iii. 700 

Flaok r. longmate (1845) followed, 

T/i re Loveridge; Drayton v. Loveridge 

ii. 988 

Fleetwood, In ro (1880) distinguished. 

InrcHetleg; Jletleg y. Iletlcy . iii. 1139 

nol followed. 

O'Brien v. Condon . . . iii. 1140 

Fleming r. Buchanan (1853) followed. 

Beyfus and Another v, Lmoley and 
Another iii. 25 

Fleming r. Loe [1902] affirmed suh nom. 

Maelmucli v. Fleming . . i. 665 

Fleming r. Manchester, Sheffield and Lin- 
colnshire By. Co, (1878) applied, 

Steljes V. Ingrain , , . , i. 747 

Fletcher, In re (1891) followed. 

In rc Blacliburn & Co. ; Buckley’s Case 

i, 567 

Fletcher r, Birkenhead Corporation [1906] 

affirmed . . . i, 613 ; iii. 1055 

Fletcher r. Bylands (1 868) followed, 

Ilolart V. Bouthend-on-Sea Corjioration 

i. 1301 

Flight Booth (1834) applied. 

In re Puckett and Smith’s Contract 

iii, 411 

Flinn, Ex giarte [1899] overruled. 

Tower JJ. v. Chambers . . . ii. 429 

Flood V. Jackson, sub nom. Allen v. Flood 

[1898] reversed .... iii. 848 

Flowers Chambers [1899] followed, 

Bowv. Abernethy Co. . . ii. 752 

disapproved. 

Jiaine V. Jobson S' Co. . . ii. 751, 764 ; 

ii. 804 

Foley r. Burnell (1783) followed. 

In re Fothergill’s Estate ; Price-Fother- 
gill Y. Price .... iii- 1184 

Forbes v. Aspinall discussed. 

United States Shigi^ing Co. v. Emyire.ss 
A.ssuranae Co. ... ii. 346 

Forbes v. Jackson (1882) followed. 

Deice, stershire Banking Co,,, Ld. v. 
Ilawkiws, . J't. . . . i- 258 


COL. 

Forbes r. Scottish Provident Institution 

(189.5) followed. 

Standard Life Assurance Co, v. Allan 

ii. 257 

Ford, In re [1900] applied. 

In re Jenkins ; Ex parte The Trustee i. 191 

Ford, In re; Ford r. Ford [1902] affirmed 

i. 1028 

Fordham r. Fordham (1864) followed. 

In re Uan-oy ; Harrey y. Harvey iii. 270 

Forest Steamship Co. v. Iberian Iron Ore Co, 

(1898) affirmed . . . iii, 632 

distinguished. 

Tnrnlndl, Scott S' Co. v. Cruiokshank c5‘ 

Co _. iii. 632 

Forster v. Clowser (1897) considered. 

Stern v. Teyner . . . . ii. 378 

Fester, In re (1890) overruled. 

In re Atkinson .... iii. 499 

distinguished and commented on. 

In re Alston ; Alston v. Houston , iii. 507 

Foster v. Mackinnon followed. 

Lewis V. Clay (1898) . . . i. 256 

(1869) distinguished. 

Ilowatson v. Wehb . . . ii. 965 

Foster r. Mutual Eeserve Fund Life Associa- 
tion affirmed . , . ii, 313, 960 

followed. 

Cross V. Mutual Beserve Life Insurance 

Co ii. 315, 961 

Merino v. Mutual Reserve Life Insur- 
ance Co ii. 315, 961 

Molloy y. Mutual Reserve Life Insur- 
ance Co. . . , • . ii. 315 

Foster r. "Warblington Urban District 

Council affirmed . . . i. 1302 

Foulger r. Arding [1901] reversed . ii. 472 

[1902] followed. 

George y. Coates . . . . ii, 472 

Foulger T. Steadman (1872) followed, 

London, Brighton, and South Coast Ry. 

Co. y. Fairbrother . . . iii. 210 

Foulkes V, Quartz Hill iConsolidated Gold 
Mining Co. commented on. 

Re Brinsmead, (Thomas Edward') S' 
Sons, Ld., Tomlinh Case [1898] i. 466 

Fowkes r. Manchester and London Life 
Assurance and Loan Association 

(1863) followed. 

Hemmings v. Sceptre Life Association, 

Ld ii. 964 
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COL. 

Fox r. Fox (1875) approved. 

In re Turneij ; Tiirnen v. Turney iii. 1195 
Fox T. Garrett (1860) disapproved. 

In re Benett ; Ward v. Beiiett . i. 1246 

Fox V. Star Newspaper Co. [1898] affirmed 

ill. 63 

Foxwell V. Bostock (1864) followed. 

Xynueli 4' Co., Ld. v. Wehh . . ii. 1124 

Foxwell V. Van Grutten (1890) affirmed 

ill. 65 ; iii. 1203 

considered. 

V. [1898] . . .. iii. 125 

Fracis, Times & Co. v. Carr (1900) reversed 

i. 637 

France r. Clark (1884) followed. 

^Cnitayue ,)■ Co. v. Tfc.sfiw, ^"c., Bya. 

Co. i. 1165 

Francis r. Turner Brotkers [1900] approved, 

Wrigley v. Whittalier Sons [1902] ii. 762 

Franconia, Tke, (1870) followed. 

The Olga v. The Anglia . . in. 681 

Frangopulo & Co. v. Lomas & Co. (1901) 

reversed . ... iii. 342 

Franks v. Weaver (1847) distinguished. 

Taller man y. Bowsing Radiant Heat Co. 

iii. 929 

Fraser, In re; Lowther v. Fraser [1904] 

affirmed .... iii. 268, 1121 

Fraser t’. Fraser [1904] reversed . . iii. 91 

Fraser i\ Whalley (1864) applied. 

Punt Y. Symons Co., Ld. . . i. 501 

Freake, In re ; Lord Kinnaird r. Freake 

[1902] not followed. 

Gos.ding, OossUng v. Freake . . iii. 439 

Freake’s Settlement, In re, [1902] not 
followed. 

In re Clarke's Settlement . . lii. 438 

Freeman r. Laing [1899] followed. 

In re Phillijm' Trusts . . , iii. 980 

Freer r. Hesse (1853) followed. 

In re Handman and Wiloox's Contract 

lii. 412 

Freer v. Murray [1894] followed. 

Tower JJ. v. Cham, hers , . . ii. 429 

French v. Howie and Wife [1905] reversed 

ii. 161 

Freshfield’s Trusts, In re (1879) followed. 

Montejiore v. Guedalla . . . ii. 1218 

Frewen v. Law Life Assurance Society 

• [1896] followed. 

In re Baron Kensington ; Earl of Long- 
ford V. Baron Ke/isington . iii. 1226 
B.D.— VOL. IV. 


* COL. 

Frewen r. Law Life Assurance Society 
referred to. 

Ilonywood v. Honijwoud . . lii 502 

Frew*n r. Phillips (1861) followed and 
approved. 

Fear v. Morgan . . . . i. 1072 

Friary, Holroyd and Healey’s Breweries 

r. Singleton [1899] revereed . ii. 519 

Friend v. Young [ 1897] distinguished. 

North American Land and Timhcr Co. 

v. Wailthis . . . . ii. 573 

Fritz V. Hobson (1880) referred to. 

Chessum cf Sons v. Gordon . . ii. 432 

Frost & Co., Ld , In re [1898] commented on. 

In re WaUontJlohert') f Co., Ld. . i. 516 

Fryer r. Ewart [1902] affirmed . . ii. 495 

Fulham, The [1898] affirmed. . . iii. 696 

Fulham Union r. Woolwich Hnion [1906] 

affirmed on other grounds . ii. 1251 

Fulham Vestry r. Minter [1901] overruled. 

London County Cmimil v. Wandsioorth 
Corjioration . . . . ii. 927 

Fuller, In re [1900] distinguished. 

In re Langdale (a lunatio') . , ii. 643 

Fullerton v. Martin (1853) followed. 

Kirhy-Smith Y. Parnell . , iii. 1122 

Fullwood V. Fullwood, followed. 

Jamieson 4' Co. v. Jamieson (1898) iii. 891 

Fulton r. Andrew (1875) commented on. 

Gar nett- Bot field v. Gu r nett- Bot held 

iii. 1083 

G. 

Gale V. Gale (1856) explained. 

InreBowsett; Bowsett y. Meakin iii. 23 

Galloway r. Galloway (1902) affirmed, iii. 270 

Gallsworthy v. Selby Dam Drainage Com- 
missioners [1892] followed. 

Parker v. Carrigrohane Brainage 
Board i, 729 

Gammons r. Battersby affirmed . ii. 1104,1138 

Gannet, The v. The Algoa [1899] reversed 

iii. 662 

Garbutt v. Durham Standing Joint Com- 
mittee reversed . . . ii. 600 

Gard v. Commissioners of Sewers of the 
City of London (IS^iu) followed. 

Bennmn Sf Co. v. Westminster Corpora- 
tion ..... ii. 930 

Gardner v. Hodgson’s Kingston Brewery Co., 

Ld. [1901] affirmed . . i. 1066 
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Gardner v. London, CLatliam and Dover Ry. 

Co. (1H67) followed. 

Stagfi V. Modia/ii/ jYi'iriijaiio)i, Co. . 1. IIT.") 

Garnsey r. Flood [18i)S] .affirmed . *?. 1)26 

Gaskell’s Settled Estates, I)i re [1891] 
approved. 

In re Bhuj rave's Settled Kstates . iii. 439 
followed. 

In re Claile's Settlement . . iii. 438 

Gaskell and Walter’s Contract, In re, 

[1906] affirmed . . . i. 844 

Gas Light and Coke Co. v. Mead (1876) 
approved . 

Cannon Brciueri/ Co. v. Gas Li/jht and 
Cohe Co ii. 31 

Gaslight and Coke Co. v. St. Mail’s Abbots’ 
Vestry (1880) followed. 

Allinnee and Duhl'm Coit'Oiniers Gas 

Co. V. Buhlin County Council li. 83 

distingiiislied. 

SoniJ/ioark and Vavodiall Water Co.\. 
Wandsnwrth District Hoard of 


[1898] . 

ii. 938 

Gattward v. Knee [1902] followed. 

Mag V. hlaij 

iii. 1087 

Gaunt v. Taylor (1843) followed. 

In re Griffith ; Jones v. Owen 

, i. 1260 

Gautret v. Egerton (18()7) considered. 
Harris v. Perry Co. . 

. ii. 1045 

Gayfordr. Moffatt (1868) followed. 
Alacnaghten v. Baird . 

i. 1072 


Geddis r. Proprietors of the Bann Reservoir 
(187.8) dlstitiguMied. 

Southivark and Vaur/iall Water Co. v. 

Wandsworth District Hoard of 
irro7j.v ii. 938 

Geddis r. Proprietors of the Bann Reser- 
voir (1878) followed. 

Canadian Pacifo liy, Co. v. Roy . i. 979 

Gedge, He (1802) followed. 

lie CoUyer-Hristoio ; Ec yiartc Fletcher 

iii. 757 

Geipel's Patent, In re [1903] affirmed in 
part, and revcrced in part 

ii. 1108, 1194 

Gemma, The [1899] reversed . . i. 9 

General Accident Assurance Corporation, 

Ld., In re [1904] not followed. 

In re Taylor's Ayreement Trusts . i. 563 

General Credit Co,, In re (1891) not followed. 

In re Euphrates and Tigris Steam 
navigation Co., Ld. . . i. 458 


COL. 

General Furnishing Co. r. Senn (1863) 
applied. 

In re Rileiis, Id.; Harper v. Rilei/s, 

Id.. ' ' 1. 417 

General Railway Syndicate, In re; 
Whiteley’s Case [1899] rcwcrsed 

1. 609 

Genese, In re (1885) explained. 

Dire Cronin ire; E.c jfarte Cron in ire i. 181 

Gentel v. Rapps [1902] applied. 

Hrahhani v. Wooliey , , . ii. 587 

Gentle v. Faulkner [1900] reversed , ii. 510 

George and the Goldsmiths and General 
Burglary Insurance Association, 

In re [1898] reversed . . li. 307 

Gerard's (Lord) Settled Estates, In re 
[1893] explained. 

Stanford v. Roherts . . . iii. 440 

German Date Coffee Co., In re (1882) 
followed. 

Stephens v. Mysore Reefs (Eangintdy') 
Mining Co i. 452 

German Mining Co., hire; E,r parte Chip- 
pendale (1853) applied. 

Ilardoon v. Helilios . . i. 501 ; iii. 983 

Gibbon r. Paddington Vestry [1900] 
followed. 

Thompson v. Ilammersinith Corporation 

ii. 932 

Gibbon v. Payne [1906] affirmed . . ii. 478 

Gibbs 'V. Society des Metaux approved and 
followed. 

XcLO Zealand Loan and Mercantile 
Agency v. Morrison . i. 542, 993 

Giblan r. National Amalgamated Labourers’ 
Dnion of Great Britain and Ireland 
and Others (1902) varied . iii. 849 

Gibson v. Doeg (1857) followed. 

Ilepworth v. Pickles . ... iii. 405 

Gleve, In re [1899] distinguished. 

Philgi V, Binnett Co. . . . ii. 9 

Giffard v. Worthington (1846) followed. 

Rohinson v. Giffard . . . iii. 272 

Gifford and Another r. Mashonaland 
Development Co. (Willoughby’s), 

Ld. and Willoughby’s Consolidated 
Co., Ld. (1899) affirmed . . i. 445 

Gilbert r. Jones [1905] overruled. 

Parker v. Talbot .... iii. 148 

Gilbertson r. Gilbertson (1866) distinguished. 

In re Banks; Banks y . Busbridge i. 123.3 

Gillespie r. Alexander (1827) approved, 

Harrison v. Kirk . . . . i. 1263 
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Grillet i\ Wray (1715) followed. 

In re JVuurse j Ilainjjtoii v. Nonne iii. 1187 


Gingell, Son & Toskett, Ld. v. Stepney 

Borougk Council [190(1] affirmed li. G75 

Ginger, In re [1897] applied. 

In re WeihMng ; Ux gxirte Ward, i. 209 

Ginger, In re ; Ex faxte London and 
Universal Bank [1897] followed. 

In re Hayes i. 208 

Gipsy Queen, Tke [1895] approved. 

Tlie Prince Llewellyn . . . i. 12 

[1895] not followed. 

The Toscana i. 13 

Girdkar Damodar v. Kassigar Hiragar distin- 
guished. 

Annamalal dhetty v. Mnruyasa Chetty 
and Another . . . . n 1010 

Gist, In re; Gist r. Timhrell [190G] 

affirmed i. 1028 

Glamorganshire Canal Navigation v. Nixon’s 
Navigation Co., Ld. (1900) 
affirmed i. 963 

Glasdir Copper Mines, Ld , In re affirmed 

i. 479 ; ii. 44G 

Glasgow (Lord Provost and Magistrates of) 
r. Farie (1888) applied. 

Great Western Ry. Co, v. Blades , ii. 951 

applied. 

Johnstone v. Cromyyton Co, . ii, 951 

Glasgow Corporation r. Inland Eevenue 

(1880) followed. 

Smith V. Bawney , . , . ii. 286 

Glasscock v. London, Tilbury and Southend 

By. Co. (1902) affirmed . . ii. 1050 

Glendevon, The [1893] followed. 

James Lelsoa 4' Sons, Ld, v. Nelson Line 
{LiverywoV), Ld. (No. 3) . . ii. 638 

Glengyle (Owners of the) r. Neptune 
Salvage Co., Ld. [1898] affirmed. 

The Glengyle iii. 698 

Glenie v. Bruce Smith and Another [1907] 

affirmed i. 251 

Glenochil, The [1896] followed. 

Rodney, The iii. 609 

Gloucester Un on r. Gloucester Co-opetative 

and Induitrial Society reversed ii. 1237 

Glover, In re [1899] followed. 

In re Cowley ii. 277 

Gluckstein r, Barnes [1900] distinguished. 

In re Lady Forrest (Murohlsofi) Gold 
Mine, Ld i. 4GS 


COL. 

Godden r. Hythe Burial Board affirmed i. 300 

Godstone Eural District Council and Cater- 
ham Urban District Council, In re. 


(1903) rever-sed , . . ii. 582 

Goeding r. Bead (1853) explained. 

In re Blew; Blew\, Gunner ' . i. 1211 

Gold Co., In re (1879) considered. 

In re National Dlstrihution of Elec- 

trlcity Co., Ld. . . . i. 585 

followed. 

In re E. Bishop Sons, Ld. , . i. 581 

Goldberg, In re, affirmed . . , i. 221 

Goldhill v, Clarke (1893) disapproved. 

Solomon v. Mulliner . . . i, 746 


Goldsmid r. Great Eastern Ey. Co. (1884) 
followed. 

Hampstead Borough. Connell v. Midland 
By. Co li. 925 

Goldsmith v. Slattery (1890) followed, 

Gardner, Loohet 4' Co. v. Roe . iii, 1048 
Goldsmiths Co. v. Wyatt [1905] reversed. 

iii. 293 

Goldstein v. Hollingsworth [1904] discussed 
and followed. 

Sluehey and Others v. Hoohe , i. 1286 
followed. 

Morris v. Beal . . . . ii. 468 

Gomes, Greene v. Gordon, distinguished. 

In re Estate of James WaUinger and 

Others [1898] . . . id. 8 

Good, E,e parte; In re Armitage (1877) 
distinguished. 

In re E. ll) ii. 48 

Goodbody & Co. and Balfour Williamson & 

Co., In re (1899) affirmed . iii. 615 

Goodenough, In re. [1895] followed. 

Rowlls V. Behd .... iii. 1217 
Goodlock r. Cousins [1897] distinguished. 

Crane 4' Sons v. Ormerod . . i. 1 187 

Goodwin r. Ivory Soap Co. (1900) affirmed 

id, 906 

Goodwin r. Eobarts followed. 

Beohuamland Exploration Co., Ld. v. 
London Trading Banh, Ld, [1898] i. 261 

Gordon v. Calvert (1828) followed. 

In re Grace ; Balfour v. Grace . li. 42 

Gordon r. Capital and Counties Bank ; 
Gordon r. London, *City and Mid- 
land Bank (1902) affirmed . i. 106 
reversed i. 1C5 

Gordon r. Inland Eevenue Commissioners 

(1900) reversed . . iii, 310 

/— 2 
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G8 ■ LIST OF CASES AFFIRMED, REVERSED, ETC. 


• COL. 

Gordon r. london, City and Midland Bank 

[1902] followed. 

Si‘ 0 wn, Urnugli, S,' Co. v. Kot'amal Banli 
of India, L(l. .... 

Gordon r. Street [1899] followed. 

ZeA'in V. O'Keefe . . . . ii. 971 

Gordon r. St. Mary Akbotts, Kensington 

[1891] applied. 

Gihlun V. Padditicjtoii Vc.dnj . ii. 9.91 
followed. 

nonq).wii V. Idammenmith Corpomtion 

ii. 932 

Gormully and Jeffrey Manufacturing Co. 
r. North British Euhher Co. (1898) 
diainisaed . . . . ii. 1131 

Gorringe, In re ; Gorringe r. *" Gorringe 

[1900] rover, sod . . . iii. 1151 

Gorringe v. Mahlatedt distinguished. 

In re Sfoliea; Zarlow v, Zullorh (1907) 

lii. 11.56 

Gosford (Earl of) r. Irish Land Commission 

(1899) followed. 

Ile(j. V. Barton .... iii. 90 

Gosling r. Gaskell (1897) reversed . i. 10 

Gosling r. Gosling (1859) followed and 
applied. 

Iti re Couturier ; Couturier v. Shea 

lii. 1192 


Goy & Co., In re [1900] distinguished. 

In re Broom and Gregor tj, Id. ; Shep- 
heard v. The. Co., and Andrewu v. 
the Co i. 398 

distinguished. 

In 7‘e Painter's Becoration and Furnisli- 
■intj Co. . . . . . i. 380 

Grace, Ex parte (1799) distinguished. 

In re Biss ; Biss v. Biss . . iii. 1001 

Graham v. Wroughton (1901) affirmed . in. 103 

Grainger, In re. ; Dawson r. Higgins [1900] 
revei'hcd suh nom. IIij/(/i,us v. 
Bitwson iii. 1101' 

Grand Junction By. Co. r. Petty (1888) 
followed. 

Tujf Vale II ij. Co.v. Pontypridd Titian 

Bistrlot Cituneil . , . li. .55 

Grand Junction Waterworks Co. r. Hampton 
Urban District Council [18S)8] di,s- 
cussed. 

Elsdon V. Hampstead Borout/k Council 

ii. 919 

Grange, In re; Chadwick r. Grange [1907] 

affirmed ii. 1030 

Grant Coverdale (1881) distinguished. 

Jones V. Green f Co. . . . iii. 633 

Grant r. Great Western Ey. Co. (1S98) 

reversed . . . . ii. 1018 

Granville v. Frith [1903] reversed . ii. 10 ; 

lii. 101 


Goslings and Sharpe v. Blake (1889) dis- 
tinguished. 

In re Craven's Mortgaye ; Davies v. 

Craven . . . . ii. 272 

Gossling, In re ; Gossling r. Elcock [1902] 

reversed iii. 1190 

Gough f. Wood & Co. [1891] distinguished. 

Reynolds v. Ashhy Son, Id. . li. 1011 

Gough and the Aspatria, Silloth and District 
Joint Water Board, In re [1903] 
affirmed i. 630 

Gould V. Lakes (1880) followed. 

In the goods of Ilutehinstm . .iii. 1091 

Gonrt r. Manchester, Sheffield and Lincoln- 
shire Ey. [1896] distinguished. 
Caledonian By. Co. v. Turoan [1898] 

iii. 613 

Government Stock Investment, etc. Co. v. 

The Manila Ey. Co. [1895] followed. 

In re Mobhardn^' Co., Id. ; Hubbard v. 
Hubbard dp Co., Id. . . i. 395 

Gower v. Couldridge [1898] esplained. 

Pranltetibimj y. Great Horseless Carriage 
Co i. 168 


Graves (Henry) & Co., Ld. r. Gorrie, affirmed. 

1. 957 

Graves v. Graves (1861) followed. 

Koidv V. Koch . . . . ii. 189 


Gray, In re [1901] followed. 

In re Cohen and Cohen. . , hi. 762 

Gray, In re [1896] followed. 

In re Chi.sholttt ; Goddard, v. Brodie 

iii. 26 

Gray v. Eowlie (1817) affirmed. 

Rutherglen Parish Couneil v. Glasyom 
Parish Coutioil . . . 'ii. 1243 


Gray v. Smith (1889) considered. 

Jennings v. Jennings [1898] . . ii, 1083 

distinguished. 

. Burchell v. Wilde . . . . ii. 1083 

Gray v. The Oxford, Ld. affirmed . . iii. 820 

Gray don, In re [1896] followed. 

In re BuberC , . , . i. 215 

Grayshrook v. Fox (1661) applied. 

Ellis V. Ellis . ... i. 1216 

Great Central Ey. Co. v. Banhury Union 

[1906] reversed . . . iii. 218 

Great Eastern, The (1868) followed. 

The Welly unde 


, hi. 519 



LIST OF CASES AFFIEMED, REVEESEL, ETC. 


COIi. 

Great Eastern Ey. Co. r. Eletton Overseers 

(1882) distinguished. 

In rn Great Northern Gtf. Co. and 
NlmonUm Union and Others . hi. 247 

Great Eastern Ey. Co. r. Hackney Board of 
Works (1883) distinguished. 

Cameron v. Caledonian Ity. Co. . ii. 127 

Great North of Scotland Ey. Co. r. Duke of 

Eife (1897) reversed . . i. 62(1 

Great Northern Ey. r: Inland Eevenue, Com- 
missioners [1899] dismissed . iii. 304 

Great Northern Ey. Co. r. M'Alister [1897] 

approved and adopted. 

Great Western By. v. Talbot . iii. 178 

Great Western Ey. Co. v. Blades [1901] 

followed. 

In re dodd; Birleston Co. y. NoHh 
master n Ity. Co. . . . i. G27 

Great Western Ey. Co. r. London and County 

Banking Co. [1900] reversed , i. 108 

Great Western Ey. Co. v. Solihull Eural 
District Council (1902) followed. 

Taff Vale By. Co. v. Pontypridd 
Urban Bistriot Council . . ii. 55 

Great Yarmouth Dnion r. Bethnal Green 

Union affirmed . . . ii. 1252 

Greater London Property Co. c. Foot [1899] 

applied. . 

Ilarrey v. Jaye . ... \\. 884 

Green v. Britten and Gilson [1901] ex- 
plained. 

Moreton v. Beere . . , . ii. 667 

Green v. Irish Independent Co. [1899] dis- 
approved. 

Ilildesheimcr v. W. and F. Faulkner, 

Id ■ . i. 723 

Green v. Sevin (1879) distinguished. 

Phillips V. IIo well . . . iii. 402 

Green v. Trihe (1878) followed. 

In re Wliitehorne. ; Whitehorne v. Be.st 

iii. 1098 

not followed. 

In re Taylor , Smart y. Taylor iii. 1177 

Greenaway i\ Adams (1806) distinguished. 

In re Doyle and O'Hara's Contract, li. 509 
Greene v. Greene (1819) distinguished. 

In re Banks ; Banks v. BusbrUlge i. 1233 

Greenhill r. Caledonian Ey. Co. (1900) 

followed . 

HI Gorern Y . Cooper Sf Co. . . ii, 806 

Greenock Steamship Co. r. Maritime In- 
surance Co., Ld. [1903] affirmed 

ii. 375 

Greenough r. Gaskell (1833) followed. 

Ainsworth v. Wilding . i. 1039 ; iii. 736 


. 69 

COL. 

Greenwell r. Howell, affirmed . . iii. 142 

Greenwell v. Low Beechhurn Coal Co. 

? [1897] followed. 

Hall Y. Norfolk QBuke of) . . ii. 954 

Greenwood, Be [1901] followed. 

Durran v. Burran . . . iii. 1180 

Greenwood, In re; Goodhart r. Woodhead 

[1902] reversed . , . iii. 1175 

Greenwood r. Leather Shod Wheel Co. (1399) 

affirmed i. 428 

Greenwood & Co. r. Brownhill & Co. (1881) 
discussed. 

Bi re BaHcrs and Midland B,y. Co. i. 70 

Gregson, Be (1893) approved and followed. 

Be a M G. [1898] . . . ii. 642 

Grepe r. Loam (1887) followed. 

Kinnaird {lord) v. Field . . iii. 122 

Greta Holme, The [1897] applied. 

Mersey Bocks and Harbour Board y. 

The Owners of Ihe Murpessa . lii. 684 

applied and followed. 

The Mediana iii. 685 

Gresham Life Assurance Society v. Bishop 

[1901] disapproved. 

Standard Life Assurance Co. v. Allan 

li. 257 

reversed . . . . . ii. 256 

Grey (Earl) r. Attorney-General [1898] 

affirmed i. 901 

Grieves v. Eawley (1852) followed. 

In re Cozens; Miles y. Wilson . iii. 1134 

Griffiths V. Pruen followed. 

In re Maxwell . ... i. 1190 

Griffiths Cycle Corporation, Ld., In re; 
Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co., Ld. r. 

John Griffiths Cycle Corporation, 

Ld. (1901) affirmed , . i. 393 

Grimond r. Grimond [1905] distinguished. 

Arnotty.Arnott . ... \. 341 

■ Iq\Io\y&H, In re Pardoe . , . i. 342 

Grimond {or Macintyre) v. Grimond reversed 

i. 360 

Grimwood i\ Moss (1872) approved. 

Serjeant v. N'ash, Field Co. and 
Another ii. 514 

Groh r. Hesketh [1907] affirmed . . ii. 430 

Grunnell r. Welch [1905] affirmed . i. 1049 

Guardhouse r. Blackburn (1 866) commented 
on. 

Garnett-Botfield v. Garnott-Botficld 

iii. 1083 
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COL. 


COL. 

Gunn V. Sliovrell’s Brewery Co., Id. and 

Crosswell’3, Ld. (1902) affirmed, i. 29 

Gumey r. Gurney (1856) applied. ^ 

Li re Trotter; Trotter y. Trotter iii. 1080 

Gustaf, The (1S62) followed. 

The Tcrijentc iii. 645 

GutBrie r. North China Insurance Co. (1901) 

affirmed ii. 344 

Gutta Percha Corporation, Li re [1900] 
approved. 

In re Xatloaal Lixtribution of Electricity 

Co.,L(l i. 585 

Guy Wannering, The (1882) followed. 

The DaUington .... iii. 710 

Gyde ; Ite Ward v. Little (1898) reversed i. 337 
H. 

H, r. W. (1857) distinguished. 

Liljj, Lnchexx of Marlborough v. Bulir 

of Marlborough . . . iii. 430 

Hackney Borough Council r. Lee Conser- 
vancy Board reversed . . ri. 924 

[1004] followei. 

llamjgxteacl Borough Council v, hlidlatttl 
Bi/. Co ii. 925 

Haddock r, Humphrey [1900J distinguished. 
Kenny v. Harrison . . . ii. 757 

Hadleigh Castle Gold Mines, Ld., In re 

[1900] distinguished. 

In re Carat al (^Neiv) Mines, Ld. . i. 552 
approved. 

Arnot V. United African Lands, Ld, i. 451 

Hadley r. Baxendale (1854) applied. 

AginsY. Great Western Colliery Co. i. 869 

Haedicke r. Friern Barnet Ilrhan District 
Council [1901] reversed on one 
point iii. 520 

Haedicke and Lipski’s Contract, In re 
[1901] approved. 

Molyneux v. lluwtrey . , . iii. 393 

Haigh V. West' [1893] applied. 

Meaverson v. Peterborough Mural Dis- 
trict Council . . . . li. 67 

Hale, In re ; Lilley r. Foad affirmed ii. 553, 1019 
Hales r. Cox (1863) followed. 

Mallott V. .... 1. 1234 

Haley v, Bannister (1819) discussed. 

In re Cattell ; Cattell v. Cattell . ii. 1210 

Halifax Commercial Bank and Wood, Me 

(1899) affirmed . . . iii. 418 


Hall, Ex parte (1838) followed. 

In re hlorris ii. 163 

Hall, In re; Foster r. Metcalfe (1902) 

reversed i. 1237 

Hall, In re ; Ex parte Official Receiver 

reversed . . . . . i. 198 

Hall, In re; Nolan r. O’Brien (1880) distin- 
guished. 

In re Wasdale ; Brittin v. Dart rid, ifc 

i'i. 1247 


Hall V, City of London Brewery Co, (1862) 
followed. 


Budd-Saott v. TJanlell . 

ii. 488 

Hall r. Hurt (1861) followed. 

Blneliburne v. Hope Edwardes 

iii. 282 

Hall r. Michelmore [1901] distinguished. 
Pearee v. Merrunan 

i. 1138 

Hall r. Richardson approved. 

Moper V. Knott [1S9S] . 

i. S31 

Hall V. Snowdon, Hubbard & Co. [1899] 
overruled. 

Maine v. Jobson . . . , ii. 751 

disapproved. 

Strain v. Sloan Co. . 

ii. 756 

is no longer law. 

Barrett v. Kemp Brothers 

ii. 758 

Hall r. Wright (1860) commented on. 

Liddell v. Easton's Trustees . ii. 142, 649 

Hall and Barker, In re (1877) followed. 



Lire Hudson . . . iii. 764 

Hallett’s Estate, In re (1880) considered. 

The IF/Z.s’o/i.s and Furnes.s-Lcyla.nd, Line, 

Ld. V. British and Continental 
Shipping Co., Ld. and Others i. 20 

Hallett r, Hallett (1898) reversed . iii. 1100 

Halliday, Me, followed. 

In re Ttssyinan's Trusts [1898] . iii. 443 

Hallyhurton, In the goods of (186'6) ex- 
plained . 

In the goods of Vann ini . . . i. 1207 

Halsey r. Brotherhood (1881) followed. 

Mijdey v. Arthur 3j Co. . . iii. 942 

Haly r. Barry (1868) commented on. 

Stewart v. Mhodcs . . . iii. 77 

Hamhro & Son v. Burnand and Others 

[1903] reversed . . . i, 24 

Hamhro & Sons r. Burnand and Others 

[1904] affirmed _ . , ii. 311 

Hamilton (Duke of) r. Allan’s Trustees 
(1878) approved. 

Howe (^Earlflf) v. Lord Belhaicn. iii. 424 
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LIST OF CASES AEEIEMEI), EEVEESED, ETC. 


COIi. 

Hamilton (Duke of) t. Cfraham (1871) 

followed. 

Batten Pooll v. Kennedy . . ii. 950 

Hamilton (’.Hamilton [1892] commented on. 
Haynes v. Foster .... iii. 1143 

Hamilton v. Pandorf [1887] discussed. 

The Torhryan .... iii. 571 

Hamilton, Young & Co., In re-. Ex paHe 

Carter [1905] affirmed . . i. 265 

Hamlyn r. Houston & Co. (1902) affirmed 

ii. 1076 

- Hamlyn & Co. r. Talisker Distillery [1894] 

followed. 

Spurrier v. La Cloche . . . i. 635 

Hamlyn r. Wood [1891] applied. 

Royal Aquarhun aiid Simmer and 
Wi liter Garden Society, Ld., In re 

i. 540 

Hammeramitk and City Ey. Co. v. Brand 

(1869) followed. 

Canadian Paeijio Ry. v. Roy . i. 979 
distinguished. 

Fletcher v. Birhenhead Corporation iii. 1065 

Hammersmith Vestry t\ lowenfeld [1896] 
overruled. 

Blachlnirn Corporation v. Sanderson ii. 123 

Hammond & Co. v. Bussey (1887) followed. 

Agius V. Great Western Colliery Co. i. 869 
discussed. 

Prince of Wales Dry Booh Co., Ld. v. 
Foiones Forge and Engineering Co., 

Ld. iii. 1244 

Hampshire Land Co. [1896] not cited. 

In re FeimiLl. Stolart 4' Ld. ; 
Deep Sea Fishery Co.'s {Ld.) Claim 

i. 496 

Hampstead Borough Council v. Midland 

Ey. Co. [1904] affirmed . . ii. 925 

Hampton v. Holman (1877) followed. 

In 7'e Rising ; Rising y. Rising . iii. 8 

Hampton Drhan District Council r. South- 
wark and Vauxhall Water Co. 

[1899] affirmed in part . . lii. 221 

Hanhury, In re ; Hanhury r. Pisher (1904) 

reversed snh nom. Comishey y.Boio- 
ring-Hanhury . . . iii. 1213 

Hanhury r. Jenkins [1901] followed, 

Duhe of Beaufort t. A ird 4‘ Co. . i. 1294 

Hance v. Harding (1888) followed. 

In re Pai'ry ; Ex parte Salaman . i. 234 

Hancock, In re [1896] applied. 

Foahes v. Jachson .... iii. 22 
Hancock v. Hancock (1888) applied. 

Bvchlaml y, Buchland , . , iii. 464 


COL. 

Hancock v. Watson [1901] affirmed . ii. 1213 ; 

hi. 1171 

H^d V. Blow (1900) affirmed . , i. 389 

Handmann and Wilcox’s Contract, In re, 

[1902] followed. 

In re Douglas and Powell's Contract 

iii. 1021 

Hankey, In re [1899] overruled. 

In 're Samson; Rohh ins Alexander 

i. 1236 

Hannan’s King (Browning) Gold Mine Co., 

Ld. (1898) affirmed . . . i. 497 

Hansen r. Harrold Bros. [1894] followed. 

Turner and Another y. Hajl Goolani 

Mahomed Azam . . . iii, 600 

Hanson v. G^;^ham (1801) followed. 

In re Gossling ; Gosshng v. Eloook 

iii. 1190 

Hanson and Another r. Corporation of the 

"Village of Grandmere affirmed i. 977 

Hanworth v. Williams (1903) not followed. 

Moore y. Lewis . . . .iii. 286 

Harhurg India Euhher Comh Co. r. Martin 

[1902] reversed . . . ii. 45 

Harding v. Queensland Stamp Commissioners 

[1898] distinguished. 

In re Lovell and Collard's Contract iii. 301 

Hardman v. Maffett (1884) followed. 

In re Dean's Irusts. . . , iii, 473 

Hardoon r. Belilios [1903] affirmed. 

West V. Perpetual Trustee Co. Ld. i. 363 

Hare r. Elms [ 1893] followed. 

Humphreys Y. Morten . . . ii. 498 

Hargreaves (Joseph), Ld., In re, affirmed i. 585 

Hargreaves, Re ; Hargreaves v. Hargreaves 

(1902) varied .... iii. 1151 

Harlock r. Ashberry (1882) explained. 

Bradshaw v. Widdrington . . ii. 999 

Harman u, Ainslie [1903] reversed . ii. 464 

Harman and Uxbridge and Eickmansworth 
Ey. Co., In re (1883) distinguished. 


Blaiherg and Abrahams, In re 

iii. 413 

Harmonides, The [1903] applied. 

The Hohenzollern . . . . 

iii. 695 

Harrington (Earl of) r. Derby Corporation 

[1905] distinguished. 

Hobart Y. Southend-on-Sea Corporation 

, i. 1301 

Harris r. De Pinna (1886) considered. 
Clifford Y. Holt . . . . 

i. 1076 

not followed. 

Kilgour r. Gaddes . . . . 

, i. 1071 
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COL. 

Harris Fiat Motors, Ld., reversed . ii. 834 


Harris v. Flower & Son I’evcrsed on one 


point 

i, >061 

Harris r. May (1883) followed. 

Watts V. Steveim . . . . 

i. 1328 

dissented from. 

Elliot V. Pilcher , . . . 

i 1327 

Harrison, In re (1886) followed. 

Taafe v. Taafe . . . . 

i. 1247 

Harrison, In re (1889) followed. 

In re Perkin.s ; Brown v. Perkins . 

iii. 498 


Harrison, In rc ; ^ reversed 

i. 236 


Harrison v. Anderston Foundry Oo. (187()) 
followed. 

Xjjnooh Co.^ Ld. v. Wchh . . ii. 1124 

Harrison r. BusIl (185G) remarked on. 

JL'oion Y, Houston . . . . ii. 528 

Harrison r. Duke of Rutland [1823] fol- 
lowed. 

Iliditnun V. Maisei/ , . . ii. 60 

Harrison r. Oceanic Steam Navigation Co., 

Ld, [1907] followed. 

Hivndford v. Qeo, Clarli S; Co. , ii, 750 

Harrison v. Soutkwark and Vauxkall Water 

Oo. [1891] dtstirignished. 

Colioell y. St. Payieva,^ Vestnj ; KnigM 
V. Isle of Wight LUctria Co. . ii. 1068, 

1063 

Harrogate Corporation v. Dickinson (1903) 
considered. 

White Y. Simclerlund Corjioration , ii. 624 

affirmed ii. 624 

Harrop v. Harrop [1899] followed. 

Lowe V, Lowe ii. 216 

Harse r. Pearl Life Assurance Co.,Ld. [1903] 

reverbed ii, 314 

Hart & Co. ?>. Michael [1902] affirmed iii. 799 

Hartfield j’. Rotherfield (1852) applied and 
followed. 

IFcsf Ham Union y. Poplar Union ii. 1248 

Hartley, In re [1891] discussed and ex- 
plained. 

Jamaica By, Co. y. Colonial Bank iii, 28 

Hartley r. Ponsonhy (1857) approyed. 

Hopkins V. IPBride , . . iii. 667 

m 

Hartnell v. Rjde Commissioners (1863) 
distinguished. 

Maguire v. Lixerpool Corporation ii. 63 

Harton r. Harton (1798) distinguished. 

In re Adams and Perry's CoMruct iii. 1224 


COL. 

Hartshorne v. Watson (1838) followed. 

Blore V. Oiidini , . . . ii. 452 

Harty r. Dayis (1850) approved. 


In re Lord Chfden; Annahj v. Agar 


Ellis 

ii. 1006 

Harvey r. Anning [1903] explained. 


Bcffell V. Morton .... 

i. 241 

Harvey r, Facey [1893] distinguished. 


Phdp cf Co. V. Knohlavch 

i. 687 

Harvest Home, The [1904] varied 

iii. 67.5 

Haslnck v. Clark [1899] affirmed 

i. 1183 " 

Hastie, In re (1887) followed. 



hire Loveland; Loveland y, Loveland 

iii. 1113 

Hastings, In re [1902] followed. 

In rc H. E. Pollard ; Ex parte 8. B. 

Pollard i, 185 

Hastings (Lord) r. North Eastern Ry. Co. 

[1899] affirmed , . . i, 918 

Hatch r. Hatch (1804) approved and fol- 
lowed. 

y. Carter .... iii, 743 

Hatch, Mansfield & Co. v. Weiagott [1905] 
followed. 

Assicarazinm Generali de Trieste v. 
Emj/ress Assn ranee Corporation, Ld. 

ii. 364 

Haversham Grange, The [1905] varied 

iii. 679 

Hawke r. Dunn (1897) approved. 

B,. V. Huuphreys [1898] . . ii. 22 

overruled. 

Potoell V, Ee.mpton Park Bareoonrse Co. 

ii. 24 

Hawthorn Corporation v. Kannalnik affirmed 

lii. 540 

Haycraft Gold Redaction and Mining Co , 

In re [1900] approved. 

In re National Bistrihution of Electrieitij 
Co.,Ld 1.516,6.58 

followed. 

In re State of Wyoming Syndicate. i. 546 
discusse k 

Transjwrt, Ld. V. Sohonherg . . i. 421 

Hayes, In re; Turnbull r. Hayes [1900] 

affirmed .... iii. 13, 1229 

Hayles v. Sandown Urban District Council 

[1903] explained. 

Pearse y. Maidenhead Corporation ii. 125 

Haynes,) J/i re. (1887) followed. 

In re Trenoharcl; Trenehard v. Tre.n- 
chard , iii. 360 
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LIST OF CASES AFFIEMEB, EEVEESED, ETC. 

OOIi. " COL. 

Haynes r. Doman [1899] followed. Henley, I/i ro (1896) not followed. 


Ilood and Muor's Stores, Ld. v. Jonea 

iii. 8B4 

Hazeldine’s Trusts, In re [1907] reversed ii. 996 

Head’s Trustees and Macdonald, In re 

(1890) distinguished. 

In re Halier and Salmon's Contract 

iii. 399 

Heath r. Eollason [1898] affirmed . iii. 913 

Heath, r. Weaverham. Overseers [1894] dis- 
cussed. 

Binglc]! Urban District Council v. 

Ferrand . . . . ii. 84 

Heather Bell, The [1901] affirmed . iii. 551 

Heaven r. Pender (1884) discussed. 

Earl V. Lnbhocli . . . . ii. 831 

Traill V. Actieselshahet Dalbeattie, Ld. 

n. 1043 

distinguished. 

Caledonian By. Co. v. Mulholland 
[1898] iii. 185 

Heckles r. Heckles doubted. 

milY. mckin{\m) . . . ii. 1069 

Heckscher r. Crosley [1891] followed. 

Iticliaby V. Dioltahy . . . ii. 177 

rule in, no longer binding. 

Wiyhtimeh v. Poy^e . . . iii- 99 

Hedges v. Preston (1899) explained. 

In re Sauniarez ; Ex yarte Salaman i. 147 

Hedley o. Webb [1901] considered. 

Humjyhery v. Young . . . iii. 518 

Helsby, In re [1894] followed. 

In re Coles and itaxensbear . . iii. 101 

Helvetia, The, distinguished. 

Ihe Broomfield .... iii. 677 

Hem Chunder Chowdhry r. Kali Prosunno 

Bhaduri and Others reversed, i. 1005 

Hemsworth Rural District Council r. 

Micklethwaite [1901] reversed ii. 88 

Henderson r. Astwood [1894] followed. 

Deveraes v. Sandeman, Clarlie Co. 

ii. 1029 

Henderson v. Underwriting and Agency 
Association [1891] followed. 

Village. 3Iain Beef Gold Mining Co. v. 
Stearns ii. 352 

d mbted. 

Harding v. Bussell . , . i. 1039 

Hendy r Stephenson (1808) not followed. 

Palmer v. Chiadagni . . . ii. 1228 


In re Wiitaber ; Wliitalier v. Palmer 

i. 1233 

Hennan & Co. r. Duckworth (1904) followed. 
Seymour v. Piclieft . . . li. 851 

Hennessy & Co. v. Dompe (1903) varied, iii. 923 

Henry, In re [1907] not followed. 

In re Perlilns ; Brawny. Perhi ns iii 498 

Hensey r. White [1900] disapproved. 

Fenton v. J. Thorley Co., Ld. . ii. 685 

Henthorn v. Fraser [1892] applied. 

Bruner v. Moore . ... i. 687 

Henty Schroder (1879) followed. 

Jeffery v^ Stewart . . .iii. 400 

Henwood t. Harrison (1872) followed. 

MoQuire v. Western Morninn News Co., 

Ld ii, 525 

Herbert r. McQuade [1901] reversed . ii. 244 

Herbert r. Sayer (1844) applied. 

In re Bennett . . . . i. 218 

In re Bald i. 213 

Herbert r. Webster (1880) followed. 

Be Millioard ; Steedmany. Hobday iii. 1210 
In re Ferneley's Trusts , . . iii. 1201 

In re Game; Gurney. Tenant . ii. 1216 

Herbert Morris and Bastert, Ld. v. Lough- 
borough Corporation reversed i. 1153 

Herdman r. Wheeler [1902] discussed. 

Lloyds^ Banh Ld. v. Cooke . . i. 254 

Hereford and South Wales Wagon and Engineer- 
ing Co., In re (1877) explained. 

In re The English and Colonial Produce 
Co i. 380 

Hermann v. Charleaworth [1905] reversed 

i. 691 

Herne Bay Steamboat Co., Ld. r. Hutton 

(1903) reversed , , . i. 694 

Hertfordshire County Council r. Barnet 
Rural District Council (1901) 
affirmed ii. 100 

Hetling and Merton’s Contract, In re [1893] 
applied. 

In re Pellet/ and Jacob's Coat r act . iii. 365 

Hewett V. Foster (1844) not followed. 

In re Shinner, Coo/per and Sliinner i. 1259 

Hewitt r. Kaye (1868) fonowed. 

In re Beaumont; Beaumont v. Embank, 

ii. 36 

Hext r. Gill (1872) not applied. 

Great Western By. Co,y. Blades . ii. 951 
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LIST OF CASES APFIKMED, REVERSED, ETC. 


' COL. 

Hext V. Gill explained. 

JoJnistom V. Cromj^ton Co. . . ii. 931 

Hibernian, The ; Tasker & Co. r. Allen Bros. 

& Co. (1897) affirmed . . iii.^622 


Higgins and Percival, In re (1888) fol- 
lowed. 

In re Wulher and OaltahoU'H Contract 

lii. 373 


Higginson v. Simpson (1877) followed. 

Tkoinux V. Smith . . . . ii. 8 


Higbwortli and Swindon Union r. West- 
bury-on-Severn Union (1890) fol- 
lowed. 

IFas-i Ham Union v. Holhench Union 

ii. 1249 


Hignett and Bird’s Contract, In re [1902] 

affirmed iii- 382 


Hilbers r. Parkinson (1883) approved and 
followed. 

In re Dnimany'H Settlement; Xott v, 
Lun.'soni/ iii- 473 


Hildesheimer r. Fatdkner (W. & P.), Ld. 
[1901] followed. 

yicholU V. Parlter and Another . i, 720 


(1900) reversed . . , . i. 723 

Hill, lie (1870) distinguished, 

Slade V. Cliaine . . . .iii. 1002 


HUl, In re; Hill r. Hill [1902] affirmed 

iii. 1183 


Hill V. Clifford [1907] reversed . . ii. 854 

Hill r. Crook (1873) discussed. 

Jn re Da Bochet ; Mansell v, Allen 

iii. 1115 

applied. 

In re Corsellis ; Freehorn JSlqjper 

iii. 1135 


Hill & Co. V. Dalgety & Co. [1898] reversed 

i. 932 

Hill r. Hair [1895] overruled. 

Haediche v. Friern Barnet Urhnn Dis- 
triot Council ; Thonqmm v. Eoclcs 
Corporation .... id. 520 

Hill r. Pannifer [1904] overruled. 

' Coster and Another v. Headland 

iii. 255 

Hills r. Evans (1862) followed. 

Diah V. Fllam's BnpliGator Co. . ii. 1904 

Hindmarsb. v. Charlton (1861) followed. 

In the Goods of ^wift , . iii, 1088 


“ Hirondelle,” The, affirmed . . . iii. 666 

Hirtk, In re.; Ex farte Trustee [1899] 

reversed , . . , , i. 126 


COL. 

Hoare, Re; Hoare r. Owen [1891] .ap- 
proved. 

Preston and Others v. Tunbridge Wells 

Opera House, Ld. and Another ii. 1018 

Hoare & Co,, Ld. r. Lewisham Borough. 

(1901) affirmed . , . ii. 932 

Hobbs V. Dance (1873) explained. 


Redruth Brewery Co. v. Redruth Urban 


Bistrict Council 

ii. 633 

Hobbs V. Morey [1904] followed. 

Boyce v. White .... 

i. 1123 

Hobbs V. Turner (1901) affirmed . 

i. 290 

Hobson’s Trusts, Ln re (1878) followed. 

Ln re Lord Mayor of She field and St. 

William's Chapel and Schools i. 625 

not overruled. 

hi re Morgan; Smith v. May 

ii. 1067 

Hobson 'V. Gorringe [1897] approved. 
Boynolds v. Ashby Son, Ld. 

ii. 990 

distinguished. 

In re Allen Sons 

ii. 1011 

followed. 

Crosslcy Bros., Ld. v. Lee 

i. 1050 


Hobson V. Pattendea approved and followed. 
Ciril Serrice Co-operutire Society v. 
General Steam Fariyation Co. 
[1903] i. 697 

Hochester v. De la Tour (1853) referred to. 
Rhymney Uy. Co. v. Brecon (aid Merthyr 
Tydfil Junction By. Co.. . i. 666 

Hocking, In re; Mitchell v. Loe [1898] 

affirmed iii. 1177 


Hoddinottr. Hewton, Chambers & Co. [1901] 
applied. 


Eldn V. Woodward Co. 

. ii. 743 

referred to. 


Dredge v. Conway, Jones Jj' Co. 

. ii. 735 

[1899] reversed ... 

. ii. 740 

Hodgson, Re ; Beckett r. Barasdale followed. 

RawVmson v. Scholes (1898) . 

. i. 12.34 

Hodson r. Pare [1899] applied. 


Law V. Llewellyn . 

. ' ii. 539 


Holden, In re; Ex parte Official Eeceiver 
(1887) followed. 

In re Hobbvns ; Ex parte Ofiicial 
Receiver i. 150 

Hogarth v. Walker [1899] affirmed . ii. 333 

Holhorn Union Guardians v. Chertsey Union 
Guardians followed. 

Lodge y, Huddersfield Corporation iii, 88 



LIST OF CASES APFIEMED, EEYEESED, ETC. 
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coil. 

Holder Line, Ld. v. Griffin [1905] discussed 
and explained. 

Biordon v. Gvegmn <5’ Go. (190fi) . ii. 810 

[1904] reversed . . . . ii. 809 

Hole, Jie; Davies v. Witts [1905] affirmed 

ii. 644 

Holland, In re; Gregg v. Holland [1901] 

reversed i. 1344 

Holland r. Kensington Vestry (18G7) fol- 
lowed. 

BrisGoll V. Battersea Corporation . ii. 924 

Holland v. Lazarus [1897] approved. 

SiUes V. Fulham Borough Council . ii. 888 


Holliday v. National Teleplione Co, [1899] 


reversed 

. ii. 1039 

Hollingsbead, In re (1888) followed. 


Lire Chant, Bird v. Godfrey 

, ii. 654 

Hollins r. Fowler (1876) followed. 


Winter v. Bunchs and Another 

. iii. 972 


Holloway v. York (1877) distinguished. 

Pearce, v. Bastahle's Tru'd, ce in Banh- 

ruptcy ..... lii. 376 

Holman v. Loynes (1854) followed. 

Wright v. Carter .... iii. 743 

Holme V. Brunskill followed, 

i?.. V. Herron anil Another . . ii. 36 

Holmes r. Holmes (1783) approved. 

In re Jacques ; Hodgson v. Bi-aisMj iii. 1147 

Holt V. Sindrey (1868) discussed. 

In re Du Boeliet; Mansell v. Allen iii. 1115 

Home and Colonial Stores, Ld.r. Colls (1901) 

reversed i. 1076 

Home Insurance Co. of New York r. Victoria- 
Montreal Tire Insurance Co. 

reversed ii. 305 

Home Marine Insurance Co. u. Smith. [1898] 

affirmed ii. 332 

Hommel v. Bauer & Sons affirmed . . iii, 873 

Honywood v. Honywood (1903) affirmed iii. 1207 

Hood Barrs r. Cathcart [1894] distiegiiished. 
Bressel v. Fills and Others . . ii. 164 

Hood Barrs v. Heriot [1897] distinguished. 


Bressel v. Ellis and Others . . ii. 164 

Hood & Sons r. Yates (1894) considered. 

Towend v. Kirhman [1898] . . iii. 124 

Hooper and Another v. Willis affirmed iii. 831 

Hope V. Camphell [1899] reversed . iii. 1078 


« coil. 

Hope, In re; De Cetto v. Hope [1899] 

affirmed iii. 461 

Hope V. D’Hedouville [1893] applied. 

^nreSearle; Seurle y. Balter , iii. 481 

Hope r. Walter [1899] reversed in part and 

affirmed in part . . . iii. 784 

Hopkins, In re ; Er parte De Stedinck 

(1902) reversed . . . i. ISO 

Hopkins r. Great Northern By. Co. (1S77) 


followed. 

B ilj den Y. Shiv row . 

. i. 1289 

Hopkins v. Phillips followed. 

Be Vere ; Carter v. Brown . 

i. 344 

Hopkinson v. Bolt (1861) applied. 
West V. Wdliains . 

. ii. 995 

Hopper, The, affirmed . 

CO 


Horbury Bridge Coal, Iron and Waggon 
Co., In re (1879) e.xplaincd, 

Arnot V. United African Lands, Ld. i. 451 


Hornby, Ex parte (1819) explained. 


In re We-st Coast Gold Fields, Ld. ; 


Bowe's Trustee's Claim . 

i. 557 

Horncastle r. Equitable Life Assurance 

Society affirmed . . . i. 1172 

Horner v. Franklin [1905] followed. 
Stuckey and Others v. Hooke . 

i. 1286 

[1904] affirmed . . , . 

oo 


Hornsey Local Board r. Davis [1893] 
discussed. 

In re TIanwell Urban District Council 
and Smith . . . . ii, 126 

Horrigan r. Horrigan [1904] affirmed iii. 1172 

Horsey Estate, Ld. v. Steiger [1899] 
approved. 

distinguished. 

Pannell v. Citg of London Brewery Co. 

ii. 494 

[1898] reversed . . . . ii. 516 

[1899] approved. 

Fryer v. Eicart . , . . ii. 495 

Horton v, Colwyn Urban District Council 

not followed. 

In re London and North Western By. 

Co. V. Beddaway (1907) . . i. 606 

Hosford V. Mackey [1897],distinguished. 

Fitzgerald v. Hosford , . . i. 1297 

Hoskin’s Trusts, In re (1877) applied. 

In re Peacooh's Settlement; Kelcey v. 
Harrison , , , . iii< 480 
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LIST OF CASES AFFIEMED, EEVEESED, ETC. 


COL. 


COL. 

Hotchkys, In re (1887) applied. 

In re McClure's Settlement; Carr v. 
Commercial Union Assurance Co. 

iii* 50-1 

Hotkam, In re ; Hotham v. Douglity [1901] 

order varied .... iii. 445 

Houghton V. Houghton [1903] applied. 

Copsey V. Copsey and Another . ii. 191 

Houghton r. Sutton Heath and Lea G-reen 
Collieries Co. [1901] approved. 

Ahrani Coal Co. v. Southern , . ii- 703 

Houlder Line v. Gri£B.n [1905] applied and 
discussed. 

Burden v. Gregson ; Smith v. The 
Standard Steam Fishing Co., Ld. ii. 810 

reversed ii. 809 


Hove Corporation v. Brighton Intercepting 
and Outfall Sewers Board affirmed 



in. 529 

Howard r. Fanshawe [1895] followed. 
Humphreys v. Morten . 

ii. 498 

Howard v. Jalland (1891) approved. 

In re Norton ; Norton v. Norton . 

ii. 1066 

Howatson v. Webb [1907] affirmed 

ii. 965 

Distinguished. 

Bagot Y. Chapman ... 

. ii. 966 


Howheach Coal Co. r. Teague discussed. 

Dawson v. African Consolidated Land 
and Trading Co. [1898] . . i. 420 


Howe r. Dartmouth (Earl of) (1802) not 
applied. 

In re Bland; Miller y. Bland . iii. 1220 
explained. 

In re Ilammersleg ; Ileasman y. Ham- 
•mersley iii. 1221 

discussed. 

In re Bates ; Hodgson v. Bates ; Lymis 
V. Harris iii. 1007 

distinguished. 

In re Bates ; Hodgson v. Bates . iii. 1221 
not applied. 

In re Van Strauhenzee ; Boustead v. 
Cooper iii. 468 

Howe r. Newington JJ. [1908] affirmed 

ii. 398 

Howe r. Smith distinguished. 

Jachson V. De Xadish [1901] . iii. 380 

Howell V. Coupland (1876) followed. 

Bieholl and Knight v. Ashton, Bdridge, 

Co i'ii. 327 


Hyle V. Oldham Union [1894] applied. 

Farnhani Flint, Gravel and Sand Co. 

V. Farnham Union . , . iii. 244 

Huhback, In re (1885) discussed. 

In re Marvin; Crawter y, 3Iarvin i. 1245 

Huhhall Everitt & Sons, Ld. (1900) 
explained. ** 

Shea V. Drolenvaux and Another 

ii. 783 ; iii. 100 

Huhbuck, In re [1896] applied. 

In re Lewis ; Davies v. Harrison . iii. 1020 

Hubbuck & Sons r. Wilkinson, Heywood & 
Clark [1899] principle acted on. 

' Worthington Co., Ld. v. Belton and 

Others i. 1225 

discussed. 

Alcott V. Millar's Karri and Jarruh 
Forests, Ld iii, 827 

Hnbbuck (Thomas) & Son, Ld. r. William 
Brown, Sons & Co. (1899) affirmed 

lii. 915 

Hucknall Urban District Council and South 
Normanton Gas Co., Ld., In re 
reversed ii, 29 

Huddleston, In the Goods of (1890) dis- 
approved. 

In the Goods of Schott . . . iii. 1102 

Hudson i\ Gribble [1903] distiuguishcdi 

Walker v. Reith . . . . ii. 251 

[1902] varied . . . . ii, 268 

[1903] followed. 

Smyth V. Stretton .... ii. 251 

Hughes, Re; Brandon v. Hughes [1898] 

affirmed ii. 219 

Huguenin r. Baseley (1807) distinguished. 

Barron v. Willis . . . . ii. 159 

(1808) followed. 

Cavendish, v. Strutt . . . iii. 514 

Hull ?•, London County Council [1901] com- 
mented on but followed. 

London County Council v. Schowzik ii. 865 

Hulthen v. Stewart [1902] affirmed . iii. 636 
Humble v. Humphreys (1900) affirmed i. 930 

Hummel v. Hummel [1898] distinguished. 

In re Price; Tomlin y. Latter . iii, 19 

Humphreys, In re. ; Ex parte Lloyd George 

[1898] affirmed . . . iii. 752 

Hunt, In re ; Bulteel v. Lawdeshayne 

[1905] affirmed . . . iii. 446 

Hunti'. Fripp [1898] approved. 

In re Bennett; Ex parte Official Re- 
ceiver ... . . i. 218 



LIST OP CASES APPIEMED, REYEESED, ETC. 


COL. 

Hunt Luck [1901] affirmed . , iii. 409 

Hunter, I)i re ; Hood r. Attorney-G-eneral 

[1897] reversed, siih nom.. Hunter 
V. Attoniey-Qeneral . . i. 346 

Hunter v. Attorney-General [1899] dis- 
cussed. 

Bo Church Patrmage Trusts; Laiorie 
V. Attortmj- General . . i. 322 

Hunter r. The King- [1903] affirmed . ii. 266 

Huntley (MarcMoness) r. Gaskell affirmed 

with variation . . , i. 639 

Hurley (J. S ), In re (1893) approved. 

In re Beeston ; Bs; 2>arte the Board of 
Trade i. 1188 


Hnsey r. London Electric Supply Corpora- 
tion [1902] reversed . . i. 1163 

Hussey r. Horne-Payne (1879) dictum 
followed. 

Lever v. Koffler . . . . ii. 442 

Hutchison Stevenson (1902) not followed. 

Suehling v. Parker . . . i. 1325 

Hutton i\ Eas SS. Co. affirmed . , iii. 659 

Hutton V. Simpson (1716) discussed. 

In re Willatts ; WiUatts v. Artley 

Hi. 1239 

Hutton r. West Cork Ry. Co. (1883) fol- 
lowed, 

Warren v, Lanibeth Waterworks Co. i. 561 


HuxtaWe, In re; HuxtaMe v. Crawfurd 

[1902] affirmed in part and reversed 
in part ..... i. 345 

Hyde r. Hyde (1888) followed. 

Kistler V. Tettman . . . i. 662 

not followed. 

In re Tuck; Miirch v. Loosemore . i, 661 

Hyde r. Warden (1877) followed. 

Lewis V. Baker and Others . . ii. 453 

(1877) questioned. 

Eastern Telegraph Co. v. Bent , ii. 609 

Hymas r. Ogden affirmed . . . i. 753 


I. 

Ihbotson V. Ibbotson Brothers (1898) 
affirmed, ..... i. 524 


Igoe V, Shaun and Others [1902] reversed ii. 388 

Immacolata Concezioni (1883) followed. 

The Tergeste ..... iii. 645 


77 

CdL. 

Imperial Bank of Canada v. Bank of 

Hamilton affirmed , i. 102 ; ii. 971 

Imperial and Grand Hotels Co., Ld. r. Christ 
* Church Union [1905] affirmed iii, 236 

Imperial Mercantile Credit Association r. 
Coleman (1871) followed. 

Costa Bica By. Co., Ld. v, Forwood i. 423 

Imperial Tobacco Co., Ld. r. Purnell & Co. 

affirmed iii. 924 

Ind, Coope & Co., Ld. r. Hamblin (1900) 
reversed iii. 408 

Inderwick r, Tatchell [1901] affirmed iii. 1127 

India in Council (Secretary of State for) r. 
Kamachee Boye Sahaba (1859) fol- 
lowed. 

Cook V. Sprigg . ... i. 948 

Ingle r. Vaughan [1900] approved. 

Capital and Counties Bank, Ld. v. 
Rhodes and Others . . . ii. 1001 

Inglis r. Buttery (1878) followed. 

Ilattersley Sufis, Ld. v. Hodgson ii. 1104 ' 

Ingram r. Barnes (1857) followed, 

Sguire v. Midland Laee Co., Ld. . ii. 847 

Inland Revenue v. Maple & Co. (Paris), Ld. 

[1906] reversed . . . iii. 299 

Inland Revenue Commissioners v. Muller & 

Co.’s Margarine, Ld, [1900] affirmed iii. 297 

Inland Revenue Commissioners v. Priestley 

[1900] affirmed . . . i. 898 

Inman r. Ackroyd and Best, Ld. (1900) 

affirmed i. 434 

Innes & Co., Ld. In re [1903] reversed i. 625 

Innes v. Short (1898) distinguished. 

Bunlop PneumatiG Tyre Co., Ld, v. 

Badd Moseley Sons, Ld. . ii. 1127 

Insole & Son r. Gueret affirmed . . iii. 330 

Insurance Co. of North America m. North 

China Insurance Co. affirmed . ii, 333 

Inverarity v. Eorfarshire County Council 

affirmed iii. 529 

Iredale r. China Traders Insurance Co. 

[1899] affirmed . . . iii. 652 

Iredell «. Iredell (1868) followed. 

Inre Courtnay ; Pearcey.Foxioell iii. 1162 

Ireland n. Livingston (1875) applied. 

Miles V, Raslehurst Co. . . i. 676 

Ironmaster, The (1859) approved. 

The Hannonides .... iii. 686 
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IrouB Davis [1899] followed. 
Ponijihrey v. Southwarit Prctis 


OOIj, 


ii. 700 


Irrigation Co. of France, In re ; Exjhirte Dox, 
distinguished. 

lie Amalgamated Syndicates, Ld. [1897] 

i. 51-1 

Irving, In re; Ex parte Brett (1877) fol- 
lowed. 

West and Wright v. Newing . . i. 360 

Isaacson r. Hev/ Q-rand (Clapham Junction), 

Ld. [1903] discussed. 

Keale v. The Electric and Ordnance 
xiocessories Co., Ld. . . ii. 69-1 

Isis Steamship Co. r. Bahr & Co. [1899] 

affirmed ..... lii. C78 

Islington Corporation r. Londdh School 

Board [1902] affirmed . . iii. 232 

Islington (St. Mary) Vestry r. Hornsey Urban 

District Council reversed . ii. 890 

Israel & Co. v. Sedgwieh [1893] distin- 
guished. 

Simpson Ste/im.'ihip Co., Ld. v. Premier 

Underwriting Association, Ld. ii. 37.6 

Istok (Owners of) and Drughorn, In re 

(1901) affirmed . . . iii. 688 

Ives r. Willans followed. 

Ealinojf Y. Hammond . . i. 8 .j 


J. 

Jackson & Co., In re [1899] distinguished. 
Transvaal Exploring Co., Ld. v. Albion 
(dransraaV) Gold Minp,s, Ld. . i. 516 

Jackson v. Commissioner of Stamps affirmed 

i. 999 

Jackson v. Mawby (1875) followed. 

Ag res r. Ayres . . , . i. 660 

Jackson & Co. v. Happer (1886) followed. 

In re Verity's Irade MarU . . iii. 8.56 

Jackson v. Wimbledon Urban District Coun- 
cil [1904] affirmed . . . lii. 517 

Jackson and Haden’s Contract, In re [1905] 

affirmed on other grounds . iii. 371 

Jacob and Others v. Jacob (1898) affirmed 

iii. 1097 

Jacobs r. Morris [1902] affirmed . . i. 44 

Jacoby r. Whitmore (fsss) applied. 

Townsend v. Jarman . . . ii. 1084 

Jaeger v. Mansions Consolidated, Ld. (1903) 

affirmed . . , . . ii. 500 


COL. 

Jagger r. Jagger (1883) discussed. 

In re Cattell ; Cattell v. Cattell . ii. 1210 

Jamaica Ey. Co. r. Colonial Bank [1905] 
approved. 

Morrison v. Telfer (1898) . . iu. 63 

James, Ex jnirte (1874) distinguished. 

In re Hall i. 198 

James v. Buena Ventura Nitrate Grounds 
Syndicate [1896] considered. 

Allen V, Gold Reefs of West Africa, 

Ld i. 372 

James v. May (1873) applied. 

Hardoon v. Eelilios . i. 502 ; iii. 984 


James v. Vane (Lord) (1860) followed. 

Scott's Standard Pneumatic Tyre Co. v. 

The Ahirthern Whcelerics Cycle 
Manufacturing Co. . . iii. 52 

James r. Wyvill (1884) followed. 

Redruth Hrewery Co. y. Redruth Urban 
Eistrict Council . . . ii. 633 

James Nelson & Sons, Ld, r. Nelson Line, 

Ld. (No. 3) affirmed . . iii. 638 

(No. 2) [1906] affirmed . . iii. 573 


Jamieson v. Jamieson (1898) followed. 

S. Ch'icers Sons v, S. Gkicers tj' Co., 

Ld iii. 896 

Janson •r. Driefontein Consolidated Mines, 

Ld, [1901] affirmed . . ii. 358 

f 

Jaques r. Miller (1877) followed. 

Jones V. Gardiner .... iii, 365 

Jared r, Clements [1902] affirmed , iii, 414 

Jarvis & Co„ Ld., In re [1899] followed. 

In re Archibald B. Batonay, Ld. . i. 523 

, In re Timmins of Sons, Ld. . . i. 524 

distinguished. 

In re Whitehead and Brothers, Ld. i. 517 

Jeffery v. Weaver [1899] followed. 

Commissioner of Police Y. Roberts . ii, 419 

Jenkins v. Coomher [1898] followed. 

GlenieY. Bruce Smith and Another i. 251 

Jenkins r. Jackson [1891] followed. 

Todd and Another Y.E'orth Eastern Rt/. 

Co iii. 103 

Jenkins r. Price [1907] affirmed on other 

grounds ... . . . ii. 512 

Jenning r. Ward distinguished. 

Biggs Y. Hoddinott [1898] . ii. 1028 
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COL. 

Jennings r. Jennings [1898] applied. 

7)1. rc IjPdii Hotel Co. ; Salter v. Least 
Hotel Co a. 393 

Jennings r. Johnson (1873) approved, 

Clare v. Joseph .... iii. 745 

Jennings r. Mather [1901] affirmed . i. 188 

Jersey (Earl of) r. Neath Union (1889) 

explained. 

Johnstone V. Crompton Co, . ii. 951 
followed. 

Grcnlle and Another y. HombKjway ii. 952 

Jervis v. Tomldnson (185G) followed. 

ChurlesiL'orth v. Watson and Others ii. 944 

Jodrell, In re (1891) discussed. 

hire Cozens; Milos Wilson . iii. 1134 

Johann Sverdrup, The, distinguished. 

The Warsaio [1898] . . . iii. 712 

Johannesburg Hotel Co., In re [1891] 
appioved. 

North Sydnc)/ Inrestment and Tramwunj 
Co. V. liitjgins . . i. 378, 924 

Johns V. Balfour (1889) applied. 

In re Nuajthuri/ Collieries and Moore's 

Contract i. 453 

Johnson, In rc [1903] followed. 

In re liowe.t ; hates r. Wengel . i. G50 

Johnson, In the Goods of (1SG2) followed. 

In the Goods of Trigg . . . i. 1215 

Johnson, he; Greenwood r. Greenwood, 

affirmed iii. 1124 

Johnson r. Johnson [1900] approved and 
followed. 

Weightnian v. Weightman . , ii. 234 

distinguished. 

Groves v. Groves . . . , ii. 236 

Johnson v. Lindsay [1892] followed. 

In re Raphael ; Ejo parte Salomon iii. 747 

Johnson v. Pichering ; Norton Claimant 

[1907] reversed . . . i. 1187 

Johnson v. Webster (1854) explained. 

Price V. John .... iii. 456 

Johnson (I. C.) & Co., In re [1902] discussed. 

In rc Anglo- Oriental Carpet Manu- 
facturing Co., Ld. . . . i. 416 

Johnson and Tustin, In re (1885) followed. 

In re Stamford, Spalding and Boston 
Banhinq Co. and Knight's Contract 

lii. 356 


COL. 

Johnston r. Mew, Langton & Co. (1907) 

affirmed ..... u. 785 

Johnstone v. Cox (1881) followed and 
• applied. 

In re Balias ii, 1012 

Johnstone v. Milling (1886) referred to. 

Rhgmney Rg. Co. v. Brecon and 

2Icrthgr Tgdfil Junction Rg. Co. i. GGG 

Johnstone's Settlements, In re (1880) ex- 
plained. 

In re Bowsett ; Bowsett v. Meuhin iii. 23 

Jolly, In re ; Gathereole v. Norfolk [1900] 

reversed ..... iii. 1151 

Jolly V. Kine [1905] affirmed . . i. 1082 

Jones, In re (1871) approved. 

Scott V. Hitchooch . . . iii. 7G8 

Jones, In re (1885) followed. 

Ta/ifc V. Taafe . . . , i. 1247 

Jones, In re [1893] distinguished. 

In re Barhy ; Rendall v Barhy . ii. 1035 

Jones, In re (1884) followed and dis- 
tinguished. 

Re Llanover ; Herbert y. Ram . iii, 484 

Jones, In re [1902] followed. 

In re Betts; Boughty v. Walker . i, 1248 

Jones r. Badley (1868) referred to. 

In re Stead ; Witham y. Andrew iii. 1140 

Jones r. Barnett [1899] affirmed . lii. 41 G 

Jones f. Biernstein [1899] affirmed . 11054 

Jones V. Davies (1880) followed. 

Re Beacon; Beacon y . Beacon . i. 1317; 

id. 1165 

J ones V. J enner approved and followed. 
Montyomery Co. v. Be Biilnes [1898] 

ill. 74 

Jones r. Jones (1874) followed. 

Mallott V, Wilson .... iii. 515 

(1879) follow'ed. 

Bath Y. Bath iii. 60 

Jones V. Mayor of Liverpool (1885) followed. 
Mileham v. Borough of Marylebone and 
Latter . . . . . ii. 831 

Jones r. Scullard [1898] f^lowed. 

Perkins v. Stead . . . . ii. 834 

Jones v. Smith (1841) applied. 

Bat is V. Hutching . 


. iii. 1005 
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Jones r. Southall (1864) followed. 

SlitirpcY. JM'Call .... iii. 10 

Jones v. Spencer (1898) reversed . . iii^ G9 

Jones V. Victoria Dock Co. (1877) approved. 

John O-riffitlix Ci/cle Corporation, Ld.y. 
Hninher cf Co., Ld. . . i. 699 

Joplin Brewery Co., Ld., In re [1902] dis- 
cussed. 

In re J. C. Johnson Co., Ld. . i. 413 
followed. 

In re Ahra.hams (/S'.) 4' Sons . . i. 412 

In re Sjiiral Glohe, Ld. . . i. 411 

Jordeson r. Sutton, Southcoates and Drypool 

Gas Co. [1898] affirmed . . ii. 29 

Josef and Others r. Mulder and Others 

[1903] affirmed . . . i. 919 

Joselyne, Ex jmrfe (1878) explained. 

Eorton v. Yate.'s . ... i. 407 

Josolyne r. Meeson (1885) followed. 

Moses V. Mnrsland , . . ii. 868 

Joyner v. Weeks [1891] followed. 

Lewis V. Biilier , . . . ii. 453 

Jude’s Musical Compositions, In re [1906] 

^ affirmed i. 709 


Kain r. Old (1824) not followed. 

Edward Lloyd, Ld. v. Sturgeon Falls 
Fulp Co., Ld. . . . iii. 354 

Kaiser Wilhelm der Grosse, The [1907] 

affirmed lii. 667 

Kally Churn Sahoo v. Secretary of State 
overruled. 

Seeretary of State for India in Connail 
V. Knslhnamoni Quota and Others. 

i. 1011 

KannepalU Suryanayana and Others r. 

Pucha Venkataramana affirmed ii. 1003 

Karherg’s Case [1892] distinguished. 

In re Metal Constituents, Ld, . i. 503 

Kate, The [1899] followed. 

The Rciouie ..... ‘iii. '684* 

[1906] affirmed .... iii. 708 

e 

Kaufman v. Gerson [1903] reversed . i. 636 

Kay i>. Oxley (1875) followed. 

International Tea Stores v. Uolbs i. 1062 


COL. 

Kaye r. Croydon Tramways Co. [1898] 
followed. 

Tiessen v. Henderson . . . i. 449 

Kearney r. London, Brighton and South 
Coast Ry. Co. (1871) discussed. 

Solomons v. Stepney Borough Counoil 

ii. 1047 

Kearns r. Leaf (1864) applied. 

Cummins v. Perldns . . , in. 47 

Keays r. Lane (1869) distinguished. 

In re Laings ; Laing v. Badelijfe iii. 1007 

Kehhle r. Bennett (1894) distinguished. 

Bailey v. Watson Co. [1898] . i. 738 

followed. 

White V. Headland's Patent Electric 
Storage Battery Co. . . i. 740 

Keeble r. Hickeringiil disapproved. 

Allen V. Flood [1898] . . . iii. 848 

Keech v. Sandford (1726) applied 

Griffith V. Owen .... iii. 1003 

discussed. 

In re Biss ; Biss v. Biss , . iii, 1004 

Keet, In re; Ex parte Official Receiver 

revei-sed i. 137 


Kehoe v. Wilson (1880) explained. 
Healy y. Attorney-General . 


i. 347 


Keighley, Maxsted & Co. r. Durant [1900] 

reversed ' i. 48 


Kelk r. Pearson (1871) approved. 
Warren v. Brown 


i. 1074 


Kelly, In re [1895] followed. 

In re Burton and Blinhhorn ; Ex parte 

Incorporated Law Society . iii. 774 

Kelly V. Batohelar (1893) distinguished. 

Dunlop Pneimatio Tyre Co., Ld. v. 
A^eal ii. 1125 

Kelly r. Heathman (1889) distinguished. 

In re Hattersley and Jaolmu's Patent 

ii. 1090 

Kelly V. London Pavilion, Ld. (1898) 

affirmed i. 685 

Kelly V. Mew Tivoli, Ld. (1898) affirmed i. 686 

Kelly V. The Oxford, Ld. (1898) affirmed. 

i. 686 

Kelly V. Solari (1841) followed. 

Imperial Banh of Canada v. Banh of 
Hamilton . . . i. 102 ; ii. 971 

Kelly’s Directories, Ld. u. Gavin and 

Lloyds’ [1901] affirmed . . i. 74 
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COL. 

Kelly’s Directories, Id. v. Gavin and 
Lloyds’ [1901] followed. 

Badifsrlip AniUn uml Soda Fahrlli v. 
Illcli’ion iii. 119 


Kelner r. Baxter (1866) approved. 

Natal Lund and Colonimtion Co., Ld. v. 
Pauline Colhenj and Peveloj)ment 


Sjjndloute, Ld. . . . i. 379 

Kemp f. Bird (1877) followed. 

Ashh]{ V. Wilson . . . . ii. 486 

discussed. 

Hollowai! Brothers, Ld. v. Hill . ii. 487 

Kemp’s Settled Estates, In re (1883) 
followed. 

In re Siwnecr's Settled Lllates . iii. 448 


Kennedy c. De TrajBford [1897] applied. 

Nutt V. Boston . . . . ii. 1007 


Kennedy r. Panama, &c.. Mail Co. (1867) 
followed and applied. 

Seddon v. North Eastern Salt Co., Ld. 

ii. 963 

Kensington Land Co. and Others v. Canada 

Industrial Co. [1903] affirmed i. 974 

Kent and Others r. La Communaut^ des 
Soeurs de Charit6, &c. (1903) 

reversed i, 978 

Kent >. Pittall [1906] distinguished. 

Douglas V. Smith . . . , i. 1139 

distinguished. 

It. Y. Bell; Ex guirte Bell . . i. 1140 

Kent V. Stoney (1859) followed. 

Muller V, Trafford . . , ii. 455 

Kent Collieries, Ld., In (1907) affirmed i. 382 

Kent County Council and Sandgate Local 
Board, In re [1895] followed. 

In re Isle of Wight Rural District 
Council and Isle of Wight Count g 
Council ii. 77 

Kent County Council and Councils of the 
Borough of Dover and Sandwich 

. ^overruled. 

Thetford Corporation v. Norfolk Countg 
Council [1898] . . . ii. 597 

‘Kdut, County Council r. Polkestone Corpora- 
tion [1906] followed. 

, Tilling, Ld, v. Dick, Kerr 4' Co., Ld. 

lii. 132 


COL, 

Kent Waterworks v. Lamplough [1903] 

affirmed iii. 1063 

Kenw.< 5 rthy v. Bate (1S02) applied. 

In re Redgate ; Marsh v. Redgate iii. 24 

Ker v. Ker (1869) distinguished. 

In re Dxrhg ; Rendall v. Darhg . ii. 1005 

Kerly, Son and Verden, In re (1900) 

affirmed iii. 778 

Kern r. Deslands (1860) followed. 

West Hartlepool Steam Nurigation Co., 

Ld. V. Tagart, Beaton 4' Co. . iii. 647 

Kerr r. Corporation of Preston considered. 

Grand Junction Waterworks Co. v. 
Hampton Urhan District Council 
[1898] iii. 174 

Kershaw r. Taylor [1895] followed. 

Harreg v. Bushg . . , . ii. 885 


Kettlewell r. Eefuge Assurance Co., Ld. 


[1907] affirmed 

, ii, 962 

Kewney r. Attrill (1886) followed. 
Ridd V. Thorns 

. iii. 771 

Key t\ Key (1853) approved. 
Phillips V Rail . 

. iii. 1102 

Key V. Bfeath Rural District 
(1905) afflrmct 

Council 
. id. 1070 

Khedive, The (1880) followed. 
Windrum v. Robertson . 

. iii, 660 


Kibble r. Fairthorne [1895] discussed. 

In re Ilazeldnie^s Trusts ; Samuel 

Johnson 4' Sons V. Brock , ii. 570 

Kidman r. Kidman (1871) disapproved. 

In re Edwards ; Jones y. Jone.s . iii. 1176 

Kieffer r. Le Seminaire de Quebec [1903] 

reversed ii. 440 

Kildare r. Fisher (1717) applied. 

Jameson v. Fahey , . . . ii. 445 

Kilgour V. Gaddes reversed on one point 

i. 1971 

Kilmaho, The (1900) followed. 

The Prince Llewellyn . . . i. 12 

The Toscana . . ' . . . i. 13 

Kilmalcolm Parish Council r. Glasgow Parish 

Council reversed . . . ii. 1253 


reversed ii. 93 

Kent County Council r. Sandgate Urban 
District Council (1897) reversed. 
Sandgate Urhan District Council v. 
Kent County Council (1899) . li. 83 


Kilner, Ex parte; In re Barker (1879) 
applied. 

In re Jackson and Bassford, Ld, . i. 569 

Kilpin V. Eatley [1892] discussed. 

Rawlinson v. Mort and Others . ii. 35 
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Kim'ber v. Adamms [1900] considered. 
Ilford Parli Edatca, Ld. v. Jaaobs 

Kimber t\ Admans (190C) affirmed 

King, In re [1898] not followed. 

In re Inman; Inman v. Inman . 

King r. Denison (1813) applied. 
lire West; Qeomje'r. Grose 

King V, Hoare applied. 

31 Lead v. Power [1898] 

King V. Hatton [1900] affirmed . 

[1899] followed. 

In re Woocld ; Eu; jMrte King 

King K. Kemp (1863) not followed. 

Mold is T. Owen .... 

King r. Malcott (1853) applied. 

In re Hall ; Foster v. 3Ictculfe . 

King’s Case (1871) apjdied. 

In re National Bank of Tilde, v, Ld. 


COL. 

iii. 404 
(iii. 361 

i. 1026 

iii. 1017 

ii. 433 
i. 203 

i. 204 

i. 633 

i. 12.37 , 
iii. 1178 

i. 662 


COL. 

Kirkbeaton Local Board v. Ainley, Sons & 

Co [1892] followed. 

West Biding of Yorkshire Birers Board 
V. Butierworth and Boberts [1907] 

iii. 1031 

referred to. 

Staffordshire Count g Couneil v. Selsdon 
Bural District Council . . iii. 1037 

Kirkman i\ Booth (1849) discussed. 

Stainer v. Ilodgkinson . . . ii. 1221 

Kirkwood v. Smith [1896] overruled. 

Kirkwood V. Carroll and Another . i. 2,57 

Kirshenhoim ?■. Salmon and Gfluckstein 

[1898] followed, 

B.eg. V, Philligis .... iii. 938 

Kirwan’s Trusts, In re (1883) considered. 

Barretto v. Young .... iii. 20 

distinguished. 

In re Price; Tomlin r. Latter . iii. 19 
Kitty D., The v. E. reversed . , . i. 958 


King & Co. , Ld. v. Gillard & Co. reversed on 

one point .... iii. 926 

Kingham r. Kingham (1897) followed. I 

In re Gjers ; Coojwr v. GJers . iii. 1215 

Kingsbury r. Walter [1899] affirmed . iii. 1161 

.Kingston Light, Heat and Power Co. r. 

Kingston Corporation affirmed ii. 31 

Kinlock r. Secretary of Slate for India in 
Council ( 1 882) referred to. 

Te Teira le Paea v. Te Boeva Tarehn 

i. 995 

Kinnaird v. Pield (No. 2) [1905] affirmed 

iii 66 

Kinson Pottery Co. Poole Corporation 

[1899] explained. 

Wilhr)iso7i\. Llandaff and Dinas Powys 


Bural District Council , 

. ill 642 

followed. 


Graham v. Wroughton . 

iii. 163 

Kiplin V. Eatby [1892] discussed. 

Bawlinson v. Mo)‘t and others 

ii. 35 

Kirby r. Hunslet Dnion affirmed . 

iii. 246 

Kirk V, Kirk (190g) disapproved. 

Twentyman v. Twentyman . 

. ii. 174 


Kirkham, Be (1886) followed. 

Pearce v. Bastablds Trustee in Ba?ik- 
rujgtcy ..... iii. 376 


Klenck i\ Parris and others affirmed . ii. 693 

Knaresbro, The (1900) followed. 

Kaiser Wilhelm, der Grosse, The (1907) 

iii. 067 

Knight r. Ellis (1780) followed. 

In re Cidlen's Estate . . . iii. 1203 

Knight i\ Halliwell (1874) followed. 

London, Edinburgh and Glasgow Assu.r^ 
ance Co. v. Partington . . ii. 661 

Knight V. Simmonds [1896] followed. 

Bowell V. Satohell .... iii. 361 

Knight and Tabernacle Permanent Building 
Society, In re [1892] followed. 
Shrewsbury v Shrewsbury . . iii. 91 

Knight’s (Sir John) Case (1686) referred to. 


B. V. Meade 

i. 798 

Knights V. Wiffen (1871) followed. 


Monaroh 3Iotor Car Co. v. Pease . 

i. 609 

(1870) followed. 


Dixon V. Kenmmay 4' Co. 

i. 510 


Knight’s Deep, Ld. v. Inland Eevenue Com- 
missioners [1899] reversed . . iii. 310 


Knott V. Cottee (1852) followed. 

In re Barclay Barclay v. Andrew 

iii. 993 

Knott End Eailway (1901) reversed . iii. 213 
Kodak, Ld. V. Clark [1902] affirmed . ii. 233 



LIST OF CASES AFFIRMED, REVERSED, ETC. 


COL. 

Kopp r. Eosenwald Brotkers (1902) affirmed 

ii. 1121 

Krell v. Henry (1902) affirmed . . i. 696 

disapproyed. 

lUaltelctj V. Mullei' cj’ Co. . . i. 696 

explained. 

Lumsden v. Barton <,?■ Co. . . i. 671 


Erishnakai r. Khangowda distinguished. 
Cliowdhv]! Gnne^di Butt Thahoor and 
Others V. Jeioaoh Tlialtooruin i. 1012 


Kruger & Co., Ld. r. Moel Tryvan 

Ship Co. 


[1906] affirmed 

. iii. 

596 

Kruse r. Johnson [1898] followed. 



Nash V. Finlay 

. ii. 

588 

Kung V. Methuen affirmed . 

ii. 

346 


L. 

La Bourgogne affirmed. 

Suh mm. La Compagnie Ohih'cde. 
Trumatlanthiiie v. Thomas Laio 4’ 

Co., La Bonnjogne . . . iii. 29 

Lacey, In re (1881) distinguished. 

In re Vaiitin; Bxjx^i’te Saffery . i. 135 

La Cit4 de Montreal r. Les Eccl^siastiques, 

&c. (1889) followed. 

Bully Tdeyraph Newspaper Co., Ld. v. 
McLanghlin . 762 

La Compagnie G-^n^rale Transatlantique v. 

Thomas Law & Co. [1899] affirmed 

iii 29 

Ladies’ Dress Association v. Polhrook [1900] 
followed. 

In re Walker and Smith, Ld. . i. 488 

affirmed .... i. 481, .508 

Ladywell Mining Co. r. Brookes (1887) 
followed. 

In re Lady Forrest {JIurohison) Gold 
Mine,Ld. . . i. 463 

Laidlaw r. "Wilson [1894] followed. 

Elliot V. Pilcher , . i. 1327 

Lake, In re; Ex parte Dyer (1901) reversed 

i. 159 

Lamh, In re (1889) overruled. 

In re Kingdon and Wilson . . iii. 750 

Lamh r. Evans [1893] followed and 
approved. 

Lawrence and AJialo v. Bnllen, Ld. 

i. 714 

Lamhe v. Manuel [1903] affirmed . i. 969 


COL. 

Lambert, In re [1897] followed. 

In re Wh deford ; Inglis v. Whiteford 
n iii. 1152 

Lambert v. Northern Ey. of Buenos Ayres 

Co. (1869) distinguished. 

In re London and Northern Bank i. 43S 

Lambert’s Estate, In rc [1901] reversed 

iii. 14 

Lambeth Borough Council r. South London 
Electric Supply Corporation, Ld. 
reversed . . . . i. 1159 

Lambeth Overseers r. London County Council 

[1897] distinguished. 

Trustees of Sir ,/. Soane's Musevni v. 

St. Giles' and St. GeorgCs Vestry 

ill. 262 

Lambourn r. M’Lellan [1903] Kekewich, J. 

reversed ii. 445 

Laming r. G-ee (1879) not followed. 

Be Kurt:, Emerson v, Henderson . j. 1263 

Lanark County Council r. Hart [1902] 

reversed .... iii. 422 

Lancashire Asylums Board r. Manchester 

Corporation [1899] reversed . ii. 636 

Lancashire Brick and Terra Cotta Co. r. 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Ey. Co. 

[1902] reversed . . . iii. 18.5 

Lancashire and Cheshire Coal Association 
and Eichard Evans & Co. r. Lon- 
don and North Western Ey. Co. 
and Lancashire and Yorkshire Ey. 

Co. [1906] affirmed . . . iii. 197 

Lander r. Lander [1891] not followed. 

Squire v. Squire and O' Callaghan 

ii. 19G 

Lands Allotments Co., In re [1894] followed. 
Lucas and/ Others v. Fitzgerald and 
Others i. 442 

Lane v. Goodwin (1843) followed. 

In re Butter ; Bonaldson v. Rutter ii. 145 

Lanfranchi t\ Mackenzie (1867) overruled. 

Warren v Brown . . . . i. 1074 

Langmead’s Trusts, In re (1856) applied. 

Bi re Bourne; Bourne v. Bonrne . li. 1076 

Laugrish v. Watts (1902) affirmed . ii. 562 

Larhert Co. r International. Phonograph 
Indestructible Eecord Co., Ld. 

affirmed . . . . . ii- 1164 

Laroeque r. Beauehemin [1897] approved. 

North Sydney Investment and Iram- 
way Co. v. Higgins . • 1- 924 
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COL. 

LasUey r. Hog (1804,) distinguished. 

Be Nicols V. Curlier . li. 148 ; i. 644 

Laskier r. Tekeian (1892) distiaguisbed. 

Bnxter v. JloJdsworfh . . . iii, 65 

Xassence r. Tierney (1819) distinguished. 

In re TLmdcock ; Watson v. Watson 

ii. 1213 

last v. London Assurance Corporation 

(1885) considered. 

EtpntnMe Life Ass-nrance. Society of the 

United States v. Bislioyj . . ii. 249 

Lavers r. London County Council (1905) 
followed. 

Pollard V. Middlesex County Council i. 615 

Law r. Graham [1901] distinguished. 

Uoarc V. Truman^ llanhnry, Buxton ,5' 

Co i. 1275 

Law i\ Law affirmed . . . . ii. 1078 

Law Guarantee Society, Ld. r. Mitcham and 
Cheam Brewery Co., Ld. [1906]. 

Followed, Koakes v. Xonltes S) Co. ii. 401, 402 

Explained, Bawson v. Braime's Tad- 
oaster Breweries, Ld. . . ii. 402 

Lawford and Lawrence, In re, [1902] not 
followed. 

Ponsford, BaJiei f Co. v. Union of London 

and Smith’s BanJt . , . i. 202 

lawford r. Billericay Eural District 

Council (1902) reversed i. 729 ; ii. 694 

Lawley, In re; Zaiser r. Lawley [1902] 
affirmed s?ib noni. Beyfits and 
Another v. Lawley and Another 

iii. 25 


Lawrence and Bullen, Ld. t. Aflalo [1904] 


reversed .... 

1. 

716 

Lawther r. Black (1900) affirmed 

ii. 

370 

Lea V. Thursby affirmed 

. iii. 

123 

Leadbitter, In re (1878) explained. 



Bird V. Philpott . 

i. 

216 

Leahy r. Glover (1891) followed. 



Rutter Co. v. Smith . 

. iii. 

946 

Leathern r. Craig [1899] affirmed. 



Quinn v. Leathern [1901] 

. iii. 

849 


Lechmere v. Lloyd (1881) followed. 

In re Wrighiison ; Battle Wrightson v. 
Thomas [1904] . . . lii. 1199 


Lecky & Co., Ld. r, Ogilvy, Gellanders & 

Co, (1898) affirmed . . . lii, 341 

Leckhampton Quarries Co., Ld, r. Ballinger 

affirmed,. . . ii. 57; iii. 139 


COL. 

Leconfield, In re ; Wyndham r. Leconfleld 

reversed . . . . i. 889, 915 

Lee v. Butler [1893] followed. 

Wylde\, Legge . . , . i. 95 

Lee r. Dangar [1892] discussed. 

In re a Behtor ; Ex parte Smith . i. 144 

Lee i\ Fagg (1874) followed. 

Xohle 'f. Reast and Another . . i. 1091 

Lee v. Neuchatel Asphalte Co. (1889) 
explained. 

Bond V. Barrow Hceniatite Steel Co. i. 444 

Leech v. Life and Health Assurance Associa- 
tion [1901]. 

Keane v. Wash , 783 

Leeds Forge Co., Ld. r. Leighton’s Patent 
Flue and Tube Co. (1901) reversed ii. 1099 

Leeds and Hanley Theatre of Varieties r. 

Broadbent [1898] reversed . ii. 999 

Leetham & Sons, Ltd. v. White (1907) 

reversed in. 842 

Leenw, Re (1892) followed. 

Rinngton i\ Carden . . . iii. 759 

Leggott r. Western (1884) followed, 

Kolehman v. Meurice . , , iii, 77 

Leicester Cluh and County Face Course Co., 

Ld., Ex parte Cannon distinguished. 

Re New British Iron Co., Ld.; Ex 
parte Bechioith [1898] . . i. 578 

Leigh V. Jack (1881) followed. 

Philpot y. Bath . . . . ii. 662 

Leith Harbour and Dock Commissioners r. 
Leith Corporation (1807) affirmed. 

ii. 607 

Lemage r. Goodban (1867) followed. 

Simpson v. Foxon . . . .iii. 1096 

Townsend v. Moore . . . iii, 1088 

Le Mesurier v. Le Mesurier [1895] followed, 
Batery. Bator (iw Lowe) . i. 643; ii. 199 

Lempriere r. Lange (1879) followed. 

Woolf y, Woolf .... li. .281 

Leng, In re [1895] followed. 

In re Ambler; Woodhead y. Ambler i. 1248 

Leng, Re; Larn i\ Emmerson (1895) 
approved. 

Re Ileywood ; Purhington v. Heywood 
(1898) . . . . ' . i. 1230 

Leonard and Ellis’ Trade Mark, In re (1884) 
followed. 

In re Chesobrough Trade Marh “ Vase- 
line” , . . . . iii. 884 
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COL. 

leonis SS. Co. v. Bank, Ld. [1907] reversed 

ill. 628 

Leslie, J« rc ; Leslie v. Brench (1883) con- 
sidered and discussed. 

Poioer's Polioif'.s, In re . . , iii. 323 

Leslie /■. Metropolitan Asylums Board (1 890) 
followed. 

Mitchell V, Guildfard Union . i, 285 

Lester v. Garland (ISOS) followed. 

Golds)nith.‘i' Co. Y. We.s‘t Metrojjolitan 
Rij. Co i. 698 

Levene r. Greenwood (1904) followed. 

Wells V. Joyce . . . . ii. 978 

Levingston r. Lurgan Guardians (1S6S) dis- 
tinguished. 

To:elu>ul v. We.I Uain Union . ii, 1229 

Levitt V. Hamhlet (1900) affirmed . iii. 801 

Levy Levy not followed. 

Dodd v. Dodd . . . • y. 232 

Levy r. Stogden [1898] affirmed . . iii. 780 

Lewin r. End [1903] reversed . . iii. 233 

Lewis, In re, [1900] distinguished.) 

In /'& Cayley ; AwdnjY. Cayley . i, 901 

Lewis, Ui re, (1888) referred to. 

Dj) jiarte Wallace . . . i. 851 

Lewis V. Allenhy; Whitwham r. Piercy 
[1898] approved . . . . i. 335 

Lewis r. Baker [1905] affirmed . . ii. 450 

Lewis r. Great Western By. Co. (1878) 
applied. 

Curdey v. Card[lf Pure Ice and Cold 
Storage Co i. 98 

Lewis V. Goodbody (1892) discussed. 

Sen Sen Co. v. Britten . . iii. 929 

Lewis i\ Lewis (1871) observed upon. 

In re Bennett ; Clarhe v. White ii, 1002 

Lewis r. Weston-super-Mare Local Board 

(1888) approved. 

Browny. Xirlicudhright Ilaglstrates iii. 621 
distinguished. 

Kendal v. Board of Lewisham . ii. 928 

Liddell v. Beal (1860) followed. 

St. Giles', Cripiilegate . , . i. 1092 

In re St. Luhe, Chelsea . . . i. 1090 

Lightbody r. West (19)2) affirmed. i. 645 ; 

ii. 144 


COL. 

Lill v. Lill (1856) distinguished. 

Jennings v. Hanna . . . iii. 1227 

Ltir 5 y r. Donbleday (1881) followed. 

Lam.pson 4‘ Co. v. London and India 
Doelt Joint Co. . , . i. 99 

Lindgren r. Lindgren (1846) followed. 

Findlater v. Lowe . . . iii, 1108 

Linoleum Manufacturing Co. r. Nairn (1878) 
distiuguished. 

In re Cheselwrough's Trade Marli 

“ I'^asellne ” . . . . iii. 884 

Linotjrpe Company r. British Empire Type- 
setting Machine Co. affirmed . li. 541 

Lion Mutual Marine Insurance Associa- 
tion r. Tucker (1883) applied. 

In re Bangor and Xorth Wales 

Mutual Murine Protection Associa- 


tion i. 539 

Lisle r. Eeeve [1901] affirmed . . ii. 1022 

List r. Tharp [1897] discussed. 

Crasiy V, Alhamhra Co., Ld. . li. 875 

Lister v. Lane and Another [1893] approved. 

Wright v, Lawson . . . ii. 483 

Lister v. Perrjonan dislingdished. 

King T. Header. son , , . . i. 654 


Little Sleeping, Ex parte (1848) followed. 

In re Standertim Glehe Lands; Ex 

parte Rector of Standerton . i. 623 

Little r. Stevenson [1896] followed. 

Jones V. Green 4’ Co. . . . iii. 633 

Littledale r. Liverpool College [lilOO] 
affirmed ii. 563 

followed. 

Pliilpott V. Bath . . . . ii. 562 

Liverpool Adelphi Loan Association r. 
Eairhurst (1854) applied. 

Earle v. Kingseota . . . . ii. 158 

Liverpool Marine Credit Co. v. Hunter 

(1868) followed. 

In re Ma ndslay. Sons 4* Field ; Ma uds- 
lay V. Ma'udslay, Sons 4‘ Field i. 38 

Llandrindod Wells Water Co. r. Hawksley 

and Others (1904) reversed . i. 73 

Llandudno Urban District Council v. Woods 

[1899] followed. 

Behrens v. Ricdiards and Others . ii. 52 

Llanover (Baroness), In re the Will of ; 

Herbert i. Fresh f eld [1902] 

affirmed ..... iii. 483 

Llewellyn r. Vale of Glamorgan By. Co. 

[1898] affirmed . . . li. 108 
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Lloyd, I/i, re [1903] applied. 
In re Ilazeldi tie's Trusts 


COL. COL. 

London City and Midland Bank r. Gordon 

ii_ gpfj [1903] affirmed . . . i. 10(1 


Lloyd and If ortk London By., re [1890] • 

followed and applied. 

Ill re Jjiniiloti United Tramio/iijS Act, 

1900 i. 017 

Lloyd, r. Eranton (1817) affirmed. 

hi re Whitiiuj ; Whiting 'i. De Butzen 

iii. 100 

Lloyd r, Guibert (1866) followed. 

Ahdnl Aziz Khan Bahlh v. Commercial 

Bank of India and Others . i. 1014 

Lloyd r. Williams, discussed. 

lie Yates; Throckmorton Pike . i. 1210 


London Corporation and Tubb’s Contract, 

In re [1891] discussed. 

Be mutt V. tit one .... iii. 305 

London Corporation v. City of London Elec- 
tric Lighting Co., Ld. [1901] 
affirmed ii. 940 

London Corporation r. Netherlands Steam- 
boat Co. affirme I . . . . in. 231 

London County Council r. Attorney-General 

[1900] reversed . . . li. 272 

[1901] affirmed . . . . ii. 911 


Lloyd V. Woolland Bros. (1902) reversed 

ii. 823, 1012 

Lloyds’ Bank, Ld. r. Cooke and Others 

[1907] distinguished. 

8m dh v. Prosser . . . . i. 251 

Lloyds’ Banking Co. v. Jones (1885) 
followed. 

Walker V. Linom . . . . ii. 1018 


London County Council r. Acton Urban Dis- 
trict Council (1901) affirmed .' ii. 891 

London County Council r. Davis [1898] ex- 
plained. 

Croiu V. Bads . ... ii. 871 

London County Council r. Dundas and Others 

(1902) varied . . , . i. 305 


Loch r. Bagley (1807) di.stinguislied. 

Be Sgiicer ; Spioer v. 8pieer . .iii. 1211 

Lock r. Pearce [1893] followed. 

Puniwll V. City of London Brewery Co. 

ii. 491 

Lockhart ?>. Eeilly (1856) applied. 

- In re Linsley ; Catileyy. West . iii. 985 

Locking v, Parker followed. 

Liepddation Estates, t^'o. Ld. v. T17Z- 

loughhy ..... ii. 985 

Lodge r. Huddersfield Corporation [1898] 
affirmed ..... ii. 115 

Logan r. Bank of Scotland [190 ’5] apj lied. 

Eyhert y. Short .... iii. 121 

Logsdon r. Booth [1900] followed. 

Logsdon v. Trotter .... iii. 118 

— - discussed. 

Parker v. Talbot .... iii. 118 

Lolly’s Case (1812) discussed. 

Bator V. Bater (or Lowe') i. 613 ; ii. 199 

London, Brighton and South Coast By. Co. 

•i\ Trnman (1885) distinguished. 
Jordeson v. Siftton, Soutkeoates and 
Brypool Gas Co. . . . i. 1058 

London and Caledonian Marine Insurance, 

Be, fclLowed. 

Whlteley Exerciser, Ld. v. Gaviage iii. 112 


London County Council r. Erith Church- 
wardens, &c. [1893] discussed. 
Ystradyfodwg and Pontypridd Main 
Sewerage Board v. Weiipoi t A.s.sess- 
ment Committee . . . iii. 261 

London County Council r. Illuminated Ad- 
vertisement Co. [1901] followed. 
London County Council v. Hancock and 

James n. 861 

London County Council v. Sohewzik ii. 865 

London County Council r. Payne & Co. (No. 1) 
[1904] dicta in, explained. 

London Countij Council v. Payne 4" Co. 

(Wo. 2) . . . . iii. 1076 

London County Council v. South Metro- 
politan Gas Co. [1903] affirmed ii. 32 

London County Council r. Wandsworth 

(Mayor of) [1903] reversed . ii. 927 

London General Omnibus Co. r. Lavell 

[1901] discussed. 

Bourne v. Swan 4' Edgar, Ld. . iii. 88 7 
followed. 

Alaska Puckers' Association v. Crooks 
4’ Co. , . iii. 918 

London and India Docks Co. v. Great Eastern 

By. Co. (1901) reversed . . lii. 199 

London and India Docks Co, r. Great Eastern 
By. Co. and Midland By, Co. affirmed 

iii. 200 
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COL. 

London and India Docks Co. v. Union 
Ligkterage Co., Ld. (190(i) affirmed, 
tivb nom. London and India Lochs 
Co. V. Thames Steam Tug ami 
Lighterage Co., Ld. . . iii. 723 

London and North. Western Ey. Co. v. 
Ampthill Dnion Assessment Com- 
mittee (_1907) affirmed . . iii. 2-19 

London and Northern Bank, Ld., Jw re ; Had- 

docJds Case; Houle'. s Case, affirmed 

i. 56G 

London and North Western and Great 

Western Joint By. Cos. r. Biliing- 

ton [1898] decision revcised . i, 80 

London and North Western Ry. Co. r. 

Blackmore distinguished. 

Macfie V. Callender and Ohun Lg. Co. 
■[1898] 1. 599 

London and North Western By. Co. v. 
Donellan [1898] approved. 

Midland llij. v. Losehy Carnleg iii. 189 

London and North Western By. Co, r. 

Evans [1893] approved. 

Clij)j}en,s Oil Co., Ld. v. Edinlurgli and 
Listrict Water Trustees . . iii. 1057 

London and North Western By, Co, v. 

Runcorn Rural District Council 
[1898] affirmed , , . 642 

London and North Western Ry. Co. v. St. 
Pancras Vestry (1868) followed and 
applied. 

Hachneij Borough Council v, lee Cun- 
sermneg Board . , . ii, 925 

London and North Western Ry, Co. r. 

Walker [1899] affirmed . i. 76 

[1903] reversed . . . , iii. 181 

London and North Western Ry. Co. r. 
Westminster Corporation [1902] 
reversed li. 909 

London School Board v, Foster (1903) 

affirmed . . . . , i. 6^5 

London and South Western By. Co. v. Gomm 

(1882) followed. 

Manchester Ship Canal Co. v. Man- 
chester Racecourse Co, . . ii, 619 

Woodall V. Clifton . . . ii. 519 

London Dnited Tramways, Ld. v. Brentford 

Dnion affirmed . . . iii. 251 

London and Westminster Bank v. Inland 
Revenue Commissioners (1899) 
affirmed iii. 316 

London and Westminster Bank, Ld. v. Smith 

(1901) affirmed . , . ii. 282 


COL. 

Long v. Hughes (1831) followed. 

In re Ross ; Ashton w Ross . . i. 1239 

Lonf;;botham and Sons, Re, affirmed , iri. 762 

[1904] followed. 

In re Cohen v. Cohen . . . iii, 762 

Long Eaton Recreation Grounds Co. v. Mid- 
land Ry. Co. (1901) affirmed i. 607, 610 

Longford, The (1889) followed. 

The Burns . . , . i. 9 ; iii. 130 

Longhead r. Phelps (1770) applied. 

In re Bowles ; Page v. Page . . iii. 1200 

Longton r. Wilsby (1897) followed. 

Beran v. Wehh , , . .iii. 978 

Loomes r. Stotberd (1823) considered. 

In re Hagwurd; Tioeedie v. Hagward. 

i. 1244 

Lord Advocate v. Countess of Moray re- 
versed i. 873 

Lord Advocate r. Miller’s Trustees (1884) 
followed. 

In re Turnhull ; Shipper v. Wade i. 90.3 

Lord Advocate r. Stewart (1901) affirmed i. 882 

Lord Advocate r. Wemyss (1896) reversed 

11. 967 

Lord Provost of Glasgow t. Fairie (1888) 
followed. 

In re Todd; Birleston ,5' Co. v. the 
North Eastern Bg. Co. . . i. 627 

applied. 

Johnstone v, Compton . . . ii. 961 
Great Western Rg. Co, v. Blagdes ii, 951 

Love r. Bell (1884) considered and applied. 

' Haglcs v. Pease 4’ Partne rs, Ld. li. 952 

Love V, Mack affirmed .... iii, 1025 

Lovegrove r. Nelson (1834) considcued, 

Byrne v. Reid . . . . ii. 1071 

Lovejoy v. Cole [1894] followed. 

Solomon v. Mulliner , , . i, 746 

Lovell and Christmas, Ld. v. The Commis- 
sioners of Taxes (1907) reversed . i. 1001 

Low, Re [1891] followed. 

In re a Baiihruptcij Notice (or a Leltor) 

i. 139 

Lowe r. Dorling [1905] affirmed . , i> 1053 

Lowe r. Lowrie (1902) commented on. 

Rradjield v. Cheltenham Guardians ii 604 

Lowe r. Pearson [1899] distinguished. 

Whiteheads. Reader , . , ii 795 
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COL. 

Lower Rhiae and Wurtemburg Insurance 
Association r, Sedgwick [1S98] 
reversed ..... ii. 354 

LowtLer v. Caledonian Ey. Co. [18!)2]*^ 
applied. 

Lord Leconjield v. London and Koiih 
Wentenn Jhj, Co. and L'l/rnos-n Jii/. 

Co 'i. GOO 

Lucas 'i‘. James (1849) distinguished. 

Hope V. Walten .... iii. 783 

Lucena r. Lucena (1877) discussed. 

J/i no Friend's Settlement . . iii. 455 

followed. 

Jn re liillMm ; JBindianan v. Hill iii. 1225 

Luckin v. Hamlin (1869) followed. 

Feverson v. Seijmoitr ,. . . i. 268 

Ludington Cigarette Co. v. Baron Cigarette 

Co. (1900) affirmed . . , ii, 1087 

followed. 

In. re Allison's Patent . . . ii. 1193 

Jandus Are Lamp Co. v. Are Lump Co. 

ii. 1089 

Lukey r. Sydney Harbour Trust Commis- 
sioners affirmeil . . . i. 937 

Lumby r. Faupel affirmed . . . ii. 472 

Lumley, I>h re; E.r parte Catheart [1894] 
followed. 

In, re Bealiin I F.v parte Catheart iii. 73 
Lumley v. Wagner (1852) applied. 

Manchester Skip Canal Co. \. Manchester 
llaeeoourse Co. . . . iii. 216 

Lusher v. Hassard affirmed . . . ii, 552 

Lusi’s Trusts, In re (1879) distinguished. 

In re Marten; Shaicy. Marten . iii. 9 

Lutkins v. Leigh (1734) applied. 

Lira Smith; Smith \. Smith , i. 1242 

Lygo V. Hewbold (1854) considered. 

Harris v, Pernj Co. . . . ii. 1045 

Lyle Shipping Co., Ld. v. Cardiff Corporation 

(1900) affirmed . . . iii. 635 

Lyne’s Trusts, In re (1869) disapproved. 

In re Coley; Hollimhead y. Coley iii. 1131 
let re Gri ffiths' Policy . . . ii, 319 

• followed. 

In re Brew; Brew y. Brew . . iii. 1130 

Lyne r, Webb disappiwved. 

Well v. Oatrim . ... i. 921 

LynchBlosse ; In re Richards r. Lynch Blosse 

followed. 

Lire TTood [1904] . . . iii. 1219 


COL. 

Lynch r. Commissioners of Sewers of the 
City of London (1886) followed. 
Benman .f- Co. v. Westminster (Ir- 

poration ii. <)30 

Lyon r. Knowles (1863) followed. 

Felly's Birectories., Ld. v. Garin and 

Lloyds' i. 711 

Lyon r. Weldon (1824) followed. 

The liiihjj ..... i, 197 

Lyons & Sons (J.) r. Wilkins [1899] affirmed 



iii. 852 

- approved. 


J. Lyons Sons v. 1157/,'.///? [1899] 

iii. 861 

- followed. 


Charnoeh v. Court 

iii. 852 


Lysaght ; In re Lysaght r. Lysaght [ 1 898] re- 
versed . . . i. 370 ; lii. 1223 

Lysons v. Andrew, Knowles & Sons, Ld. ; 
Stuart r. Nixon and Bruce fl90l)] 
reversed . , . . ji. 709, 756 

Lysons r. Andrew Knowles & Sons, Ld. 

[19U0] followed, 

Stuart V, Al, run and Bruce , . ii. 708 

[1901] followed. 

Leonard v. Baird Co. , . li. 709 

“Lyttelton Times” Co., Ld. v. Warners 

reversed ii. 1058 


M. 

M. r. D, (1S85) not followed. 

S. (or G.) V. (S'. . . . . ii. 213 

M'Cabe r. Bank of Ireland (1889) distin- 
guished. 

In re United Serclce Association . i. 560 

McCallum, In re; McCallum r. McCallum 

(1899) reversed . . . ii. 557 

M'Carthy, In re (1881) followed. 

In re Mackenzie ; B.e parte Hertford- 
shire {Sheriff of) . . i. 1017,1186 

MacCarthy r. Young (1861) approved, 

Coughlin v. Gillison . . , i. 99 

MacCulloch v. Anderson (1900) affirmed. 

iii. 1194 

M-Dermott r. Wallace (1842) followed. 

Jennings Y. Hanna . . . . iii. 1227 

MoDongall and Bonthron, Ld. v. London and 
India Docks Go. ; Page, Son, and 
East, Ld. V. London and India 
Docks Co. affirmed . . . iii. 723 
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COL. 

McDowall r. Great Western. Ky. Co. [1902] 

reversed iii. 188 

Mcrarlane r. Stirling Maxwell (1901) re- 
versed ii. 457 

McGregor r. McGregor (1888) distinguished. 
Laralotte v. Richer 4’ Co. . . i. 699 

McIntosh r. Pontypridd Improvements Co. 

(1891) followed. 

Yabhieuni v. King . . . . ii. 625 

McIntosh r. Simpkins (1900) reversed . i. 756 

McIntyre Brothers r. McGavin [189,8] ex- 
plained. 

Montgomerie Co.., Ld. v. Wallace 
Jamen i. 759 

Mclver, Id. r. Tate Steamers, Ld. [1902] 
followed. 

lie Ermen ; TatJuim y. Ennen . iii. 116 

M'Kenna r. Harnett (1849) followed. 

(Kre V. Gore i. 258 

McLaughlin, In re, affirmed . . . i. 929 

McLaughlin r. Chambers [1896] approved. 

Kent V. Fittall . . . . i. 1139 

McLaughlin v. Walker, affirmed mih mm, 
WilUants anil A nother v. Permanent 
Trn.'itec Co i. 932 

McLaughlin r. Westgarth and Another, 

affirmed i. 929 

McManus v. Cook (1887) applied. 

Turner v. Melludeio , . . i, 700 

McMurdo, In re; Penfield r, McMurdo (1902) 

reversed i. 1231 

M'Quire r. Western Morning News Co. 

[1903] distinguished. 

Joijiit V. Cycle Trade Puhlis/mig Co, ii, 526 

MeVitie and Another v, Tranouth and 

Another (1907) reversed . . i. 983 

Macbeth v. North and South Wales Bank 

[1906] affirmed , . . i. 109 

Macfie r. Callender and Oban By. Co. [1898] 

affirmed i. 599 

Mackenzie, In re ; Ex parte Sheriff of Hert- 
fordshire [1899] reversed . i. 1047 

Mackenzie and Ascot Gas Co., In re (1886) 
overruled. 

Knowles 4' Sim v. Bolton Corporation i. 75 

Mackenzie and Another r. Allardes [1902] 

affirmed iii. 472 

Maekie r. Mackie (1845) followed. 

Bowlls V. Bell) . . . iii. 1217 

Mackinnon r. Clark [1898] reversed . i. 1128 


COL, 

Mackintosh, Dixon & Co., In re [1903] 

iii. 757 

Maclay and Others r. Spiller and Baker, Ld 

0 (1900) reversed . , , lii. 601 

Macleay, In re (1875) followed. 

In re IIoUiA Ilospital {Trustees of) and 
llague\‘t Contract , . . iii. 408 

Macleay r, Tait [1904] reversed . - . i. 472 

Maclure, Ee parte (1870) applied. 

In re Boijal Aguarium, cfe. Ed. . i. 540 

Maclurcan r. Maclurcan [1897] reversed ii. 176 

Macmillan & Co. v. Dent [1906] affirmed i. 717 

Macmillan and Others r. Ehrmann Brothers, 

Ld. affirmed . . . .iii. 888 

Macnaghten r. Paterson (1907) affirmed ii. 169 

Maddeford r. Austwich (1826) approve!. 

Z«?o V, Xan) [1905] . . , ii. 1078 

Maepherson r. Dougan (1901) affirmed .vi?/ 

nom. Bouyhun v. Maepherson , iii, 983 

Maddison r. Chapman (1858) applied. 

In re San/orth'.'f Will [1901]. . iii, 1179 

followed. 

In re Shncltlurgh Settlement, Bohertson 
V. Skudiluryh .... iii. 7 

Maddock, In re; Llewelyn Washington 

[1901] reversed , . . i. 1234 

Madras Irrigation Co. (1881) followed. 

hire Central Bahia By, Co, Ld, . i. 474 

Maggi, In re (1882) disapproved. 

In re Wliitalter ; Whitaker v. Palmer 

1. 1230 

Maidstone Union v. Wandsworth Union 

reversed li, 1250 

Main Colliery Co. r. Davies [1900] followed. 

Bees V. Penrlkyher Nuxigatiim Colliery 

Co., Ld. . . .' . . ii. 722 

Howells T. Vivian S; Sons . , ii. 721 

Maitland v, Chalie (1822) followed. 

Barkiomdh v. Barkworth , . iii. 1154 

Malcolmson v. O’Dea (1863) applied. 

Blandy-Jenkins v. Earl of Dunraven 

i. 1175 

Malian r. May (1843) follo*,ved. 

Dowdell and Pooh, Ld. v. Pook . iii. 838 

Mallet t'. Great Eastern By. Co. [1899] dis- 
tinguished and doubted. 

Faster v. Great Western By. Co. . i. 317 
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COL. 

Manchester Carriage and Tramway Co, and 
Swinton and Pendlebnry Urban 
District Council, In -/r, reversed iii. 903 

Manchester .Corporation r. New Mos^ 

Colliery, Ld. [I'JOG] reversed . li. 9BG 

Manchester and Milford Ey. Co., In, re, 

(1880) explained. 

In re Knott End Ry. Co, . . hi. 213 

Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Ey, 

Co. c. Anderson [1898] affirmed i. 607 ; 

ii. 490 

Manchester Ship Canal Co. r.Eoohdale Canal 
Co. (18!I9) affirmed, nub nom. Rock- 
diile Canal Co. v. Manrhenter Ship 
Canal Co iii. 218 

Manders v. Manders [1897] distinguished. 

Rather v. Blither . . . . ii. 239 

Manners v. Pearson & Son [1898] affirmed i. 6 


Manners v. St. David's Grold and Copper 
Mines [1904] followed. 


Bisgood V. Kile Valleg Co,, Ld. . 

i. 481 

Manning, Re (188.5) followed. 


Blount V. Whit el g 

L 221 

Mansel r. Norton explained. 


Fccles V. Mills [1898] . 

ii. 520 


Manser, In re; Attorney-General v. Lucas 

[190,5] followed. 

In re Par doe, MoLaiighlin v. Attorney- 

General i. 342 

Manser r. Back (1848) followed. 

In re Hare and O' More's Contract i. 89 

Maori King, Owners of Cargo on, r. 
Hughes [189.5] approved. 

Bowson v. Atlantie Transjiort Co. . iii. 610 

March v, March (1867) applied. 

Constantinidl v. ConstantinUU . ii. 223 
Saniry v. Samry . . . . ii. 223 

Marcus, Be (1887) applied. 

Jn re Trotter ; Trotter v. Trotter . iii. 1080 

Mare, In re [1902] not followed. 

In re Smith's Settlement; Wdhlns v. 
Smith ..... iii, 476 

Margaret, The (Cayzeru. Carron Co. (1884)) 
distinguished. 

The Odngdean Ordnge, . . . iii, 669 

referred to, 

H.M.S. Sans Pareil . . . iii. 674 

Marine Insurance Co. u. China Trans-Pacific 
Steamship Qp. (1887) applied, 

'Che Tlarersham, Grange . . . iii, 679 

distinguished. 

Buahon Steamship Co. v. London Assur- 
ance ii. 338 


COL. 

'-Markey v. Tolworth, &c. Board [1902] con- 
sidered. 

Carey v. Borough of Bermondsey . iii. 142 

Markham and Darter’s Case [1899] affirmed 

i, 519 

Marks r. Pregley [1898] reversed . iii. 322 

Marpessa, The [1906] affirmed, sub nom. 
Mersey Docks and Ilurbour Board 
V. The Owners of The Marpessa 
[1907] iii. 684 

Marriott 21 . Cohhett (1894) not followed. 

Birington v. Garden . . . iii. 760 

Marrow ®. Plimby and Broughton Moor Coal 
and Fire Brick Co. [1898] followed. 
Fitzpatrick v. Evans S) Co. . . ii. 818 

Marsden r, Lancashire and Yorkshire Ey. 

Co. (1881) followed. 

Forbes-Smith v. Forbes- Smith . ii. 176 

Marsden v. Savill Foundry Co, (1878) dis- 
tinguished. 

Pilhiiu/ton V. Yeaklnj Vacuum Hammer 

Co. ...... ii. 1140 

Marsh v. Estcourt (1889) followed. 

Dover v. Prosser , . . . i. 1143 

Marsh v. Keating (1834) followed. 

Jacobs v. Morris .... i. 44 

Marshall ». Berridge (1881) followed. 

Humphery v. Conybeare . . ii. 440 

Marshall v. Blew followed. 

Re Williamson; Murray y. Williamson 

hi. 1111 

Marshall r. Holloway discussed. 

Ecoles Y. Mills . ... ii. 620 

Marshall (W.) & Co., Ld. r. A. H. Bull, Ld. 

and Others [1900] affirmed . i. 713 

Marshall r. Eudeforth [1902] considered. 

Flvin v. Woodward ,f Co. . . ii. 743 

Marshfield, In re (1887) followed. 

Blnyle v. Coypen , . 1 . 1217 ; h. 984 

Marten, Shaw r. Marten [1902] reversed 

hi. 10 

Martin v. Holgate (1866) followed. 

In re Woolley, War maid v. Woolley 

iii. 1193 

Martin %\ London County Council affirmed. 

ii. 100 

Martin v. Maconochie considered. 

St. Paul's, Camden Square . . i. 1091 

Martin, In re ; Lonstalan v. Loustalan 

(1899) reversed . . i. 663, 1206 

Martin v. Martin (1866) not followed. 

In re Goulder; Omilder v. Qoulder hi. 1163 
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COL, 

Martin v. Price [1894] applied. 

Jui'deHon v. Sutton, Southcoates and 
Bnjiml 6as Co. . , . ii. 29 

Marwood v. Taylor (1900) affirmed . iii. 606 

Maryletone Vestry r. Slieriff of london 

[1900] affirmed . . . il. 904 

Maryon-Wilson, In re [1900] followed. 

In ro Diohe of St. Alham ; Ludav v. 
Duke of St. Albam . . i. 881 

Maryon-Wilson, In re ; Wilson r, Maryon- 

Wilson [1899] reversed . . i. 884 

Maskelyne r. Stolltry and Anotker [1899] 

affirmed i. 688 

Maskelyne and Cooke v. Smith, Palmer 

Claimant [1902] affirmed . i. 14S 

Mason ?!. Cowdary [1900] distinguished. 

Smith V, Savage . ... i. 1322 

Mason r, Ogden [1901] affirmed . . i. 1166 

Masons’ Orphanage and London and North 
Western Ey. Co., In re [1896] fol- 
lowed. 

Attorney- General v. Kational Hospital 
for the Paralysed and Epileptio i. .326 

Massey v. Haynes (1888) dictum of Lord 
Esher approved. 

The Bug d'Au male . . . iii. .37 

Masters and Great Western Ey. Co , In re 

[1900] affirmed . . . i. 60.3 

Matthews r. XTsher reversed . . ii. 494, 622 

Matson v. Dennis (1864) followed. 

Powell V. Brodhnrst . . . ii. 991 


COL 

May V. Platt [1900] foUowed. 

Thompson v. Hichman . ii. 957 ; lii. 396 

Mayjair Property Co;, Ld., Re', Bartlett ’r. 
Mayfair Property Co.,Ld. [1898] 
affirmed i. 545 


Mayfair Property Co. v. Johnston [1894] 
explained. 

Riley V. Halifax Corporation . ii. 867 

Mayhew, Hire, [1901] distinguished. 

Ill re Westo'Ps Settlement . . iii. 17 


Mayhew, In re ; Spencer r. Cuthush 

[1901] followed. 

Kent V. Xent. .... iii. 9 


Maynards, In re [1898] not followed. 

In re Frost Co., Ld. . . . i. 515 

Meader r. West Cowes Local Board [1892] 
followed. , 

Butt V. Snow .... iii. 532 


Puhenhani v. Ticelmrst Rural Bistrlct 
Council ..... iii. 527 


Meats r. Western Canada Palp and Paper 

Co. affirmed . . . . i. 007 


Mecca, The [1897] dictum of Lord Mac- 
naghteii followed. 

Seymour v. Plohett . . . i. 671 

Mediana, The [1899] affirmed . . . iii. 685 

Meek r. Kettlewell (1842) approved. 

In re Mlenhorough, Toiwy Law v. 
Burne iii. 615 


Mattson, In re, reversed, suh mm. Attorney- 
Qeneral for New Smith Wales v. 
Curator if Intestates' F, dates , i. 924 

Maude i\ Brook [1900] followed 

Ferguson v. Green . . . ii. 741 

Maudslay, Sons and Field, In re [1900] 
discussed. 

In re Berwent Rolling 3Hlls Go., Ld. 

i. 478 

Maugham «. Sharpe (1864) follow'ed. 

Wray v, Wray . . . , ii. 1079 

Maunder, In re; Maunder r. Maunder 

[1902] affirmed . . . iii. 1190 

Mawr. Jones (1890) distinguished. 

Balter v. Denkera Ashanti Mining Cor- 
poration, Ld il, 841 

May, In re (1890) followed. 

In re Ambler; Woodhead v. Ambler 

i. 1248 

May r. Angell (1898) reversed . . iii. 798 


Meeus’ Application, In re [1891] followed. 

In re Player Sons' Trade Mark iii. 855 

Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of 
Works r. Metropolitan Gas Co. varied i. 942 

MeUersh r. Brown (1890) followed. 

In re Stueley ; Stuoley v. Kekewich ii. 545 

Mellor Maas (1903) affirmed, sub noni. 

Maas V, Pepper . . . i. 96, 264 

Mellor r. Walmsley [1906] affirmed with 

variation .... iii. 1049 

Melpomene, The (1873) distinguished. 

The Bart . . , . . iii, 696 

Meltham Spinning Co., Ld, and Others r. 
Huddersfield Corporation (1903) 
affirmed iii. 1061 

Melville r. Mirror of Life Co. [1895] com- 
mented on. 

Boueas v. Cook and Others 


i. 720 
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COL. 

Mendelssolm r. Eatcliffe (No, 1) (1902) 

affirmed di. 792 

MendelBSohn r, Eatcliff (No. 2) [190.‘’tj 

affirmed i. 107 

Mercantile Agency Co, r. Flitwick Chaly- 

keate Co. (1898) reversed . i- 080 

Mercantile Bank of London r. Evans [1899] 
dibtiugnihhed. 

llutjheft v. Piom^) Honxc Ilotd Co. i. 358 

(1899) reversed . . . . i. 358 

Mercer, Litlio Coo(ls‘ of (1S70) distiugnished. 

V. Jiyt'e ; 7Joolici‘ v. Eyre intcr- 
'VoiUKj iii. i089 

Mercer v. Denne [1904] affirmed . i. 1179 ; 

iii. 1052 

Mercer r. Liverpool, St. Helens and South 
Lancashire Ey. Co. [1904] applied. 

JjfurwtL V. (treat JWo'ihrrn aiul Citii Rij. 

Co i. 008 

[lilOl] reversed . . . . i. 002 

Mercer r. Vans Colina (1897) followed. 

In re Beall; E.r yurt e Olfic'atl Beceircr 

i. 210 

Meredyth v. Meredyth and Leigh [1895] 
distinguished. 

Waljjole V. Waljjole . . . ii. 225 

Merrick’s Trusts, In i‘e (1866) explained. 

In re. Woolley; Wormahl v. Woollej) 
[1903] ...... iii. 119.3 

Merivale r. Carson (1888) followed. 


M' Quire v. Western Mortihuj News Co., 


Ld 

. ii. 520 

discussed. 

Thomas v. Brndhurij,Agne,w Co.,Ld., 

and Another . . . , ii. 526 

Merrell r. Wilson [1901] followed. 
Fogarty v. Wallis cj' Co. 
Hamslorough v. Balli Brothers 

. ii. 758 

. ii. 807 

Merrill r. Morton (1881) discussed. 
In re Cozens; Miles'^. Wilson 

. iii. 1134 

Merrill v. Wilson [1901] approved. 
Baine v. Jiibson Co. . 

ii, 754, 805 


Merry r. Eyves (1757) applied. 

In re Brown ; BnyaU v. Brown [1904] 

iii. 1187 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board r. Birken- 
head Union Assessment Committee 

[1900] affirmed , . . iii. 244 


COL. 

Mersey Docks and Harbour Board r. Gibbs 

(1860) followed. 

Wheeler v. CominiH-Itoners of Buhlir. 
Worlts i. 84() 

Mersey Docks and Harbour Board r. Hunter 

Craig & Co. (1899) affirmed . iii. 725 

Mersey Docks and Harbour Board r. Lucas 

(1883) followed. 

Harris Y, Inline Coi‘j)orut ion . ii. 252 

Mersey Steel and Iron Co. r. Naylor (1881) 
referred to, 

Bh ymney By. Co. v. Brecon and Mcrthyr 
lydfil Junction B,y. Co.. . i. 006 

Mess v. Hay (1898) affirmed . . i. 148 

Metcalfe’s Case (1880) not followed. 

In re Bourne ; Bavey v. Bourne . i. 1252 

Metropolitan Asylums District r. Hill (1881) 
approved. 

Canadian Pacific By. Barhe . iii. 786 

Metropolitan Board of Works r. Vauxhall 
Bridge Co. coiisidered. 

Kniyht v. Langport District Drainage 
Board [1898] . . . iii. 222 

Metropolitan Ey. Co. and Cosh, In re (1880) 
followed. 

Midland. By. Co, v. Wright . . iii. 183 

Metropolitan Ey. Co. r. Fowler [1893] dis- 
cussed. 

Westminster Corpoi'ation v. Johnson ; 
Westminster Corporation v. Fuller 

Ii. 523 

Metropolitan By. Co. r. Great Western Ey, 

Co. and Corporation of London (1900) 
reversed i, 1001 

Meux e. Smith (1843) followed. 

Bird v. Philpott . . . , i. 217 

Metborough (Earl of) r. Saville (1902) 

reversed i. 880 

Meyer v. Simonson (1852) approved. 

Wentworth v. Wentworth . . iii. 1219 

followed. 

In re Woods . r . . . iii, 1219 

Meyrick’s Charity, In re (1855) followed. 

In re Bod's Clm'ity . . , i. 332 

Michael r. Hart & Co. (1901) not considered 

on appeal . . . . i. 799 

Michael’s Trusts, In re (1877) not followed. 

In re Fei'neley's Tnists , . . iii, 1201 

ilichel V. Michel (1820) distinguished. 

In re Banhs ; Banhs v. Bushridge i. 1233 

Michell, In re; Moore r. Moore [1892] 
considered. 

Lemon v. Mark 


ii. 148 
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COL. 

Middlemiss r. Berwick District Committee 

(1900) approved. 

AtUvmon v. Lumh . . . . ii. 717 

Middleton, In re (1882) followed. 

In re Jorm ; Ulgood v. Kinderlcy ; 
ElgoodY. Jones , . . iii. 116 

Middleton, In the Goods of (1888) dis- 
tinguished. 

In the Goods of Frost . . . i. 1212 

Middleton r. Gale (1838) followed. 

Fex V. Tyrone Justices . . , ii. 4 

Midland Ey. Co. v. Attorney-General [1902] 
followed. 

Attormy-Generaly. Gaslight and Colie 

Co id. 30.5 

[1901] affirmed .... in. 307 

Midland Ey. Co. v. Losehy & Carnley affirmed 

iii. 189 

Midland Ey. Co. r. Pye approved. 

Young v. Adams . . i. 923 ; iii, 788 

Midland Ey. Co. r. Sharpe [1903] affirmed. 

ii. 703 

Midlothian and Linlithgow County Council 
r, Oakhank Oil Co., Ld. (1903) 
approved. 

West Riding Rivers Board v. Rtihinson 
Bros iii. 1039 

Milhank r. Milhank [1900] reversed . ii. 1226 

Milburn & Co. r. Jamaica Fruit Importing 
and Trading Co. of London [1899] 
affirmed lii. 652 

Miles r. Jarvis (1883) followed. 

In re Wrightson .... iii. 1199 

Milford, The (1858) discussed. 

The Tagus i. 6-tl 

Millard r. Balby-cum-Hexthorpe Urban 

District Council [1905J .applied, j 

Aglett v. East Ham Urhun District 
Counoil in 131 

reversed . . . . . ii. 130 

Millard’s Settled Estates, In re [1893] dis- 
tinguished. 

Duke of Norfolk' sRarliamentarij Estates^ 

In re; Duke of Norfolk v. Lord 
Uerries iii- 136 

Miller r. Grand Trunk Ey. Co. [1906] re- 
versed i- 979 

Miller r. Hancock [1893] applied. 

Hargroves^ Aronson Co, v. Ilartopp 

and Another . . . . ii. 480 


COL. 

Miller r. Law Accident Insurance Co. [1902] 

affirmed on different grounds . ii. 358 

Mill|,r r, Parnell (181,5) followed. 

In re a Dehtor ; Ex parte Smith . i. 114 

Mills, In re ; Ex parte Official Eeceiver 
(1888) followed. 

In ro The Stenotyper, Ld. ; Hastings 

Brothers v. The Stenotyper^ Ld. ' i. 567 

In re Warren; E.c parte Trustee . i. 159 

Milman v. Lane (1900) affirmed . . iii. 1134 

Milner v. Milner (1717) doubted. 

In re Segcloke ; Ziegler v, Niool . iii. 1157 

Mina Craig Steamship Co. r. Chartered Mer- 
cantile Bank of India [1897] 
affiimed lii. 611 

Minister of Public Works of New South 
Wales c. Hart and Another reversed 

i. 933 

Minnetonka, The [1904] reversed . iii. 686 

Minnett r. Lord Talbot (1881) queiied. 

Wise V. Perpetual Trustee 6b., Ld, i. 362 

Minter v. Williams (1835) considered. 

British Motor Syndicate, Ld, v. Taylor 
4- Son ii. 1164 

Mitchell r. Cantrill (1888) approved and 
followed. 

Eear v. Morgan . , . . i. 1072 

Mitchell Bros. r. Worksop Union reversed 

iii. 260 

Moffatt and Paige, Ld, r. Gill & Sons, Ld., 

and Marshall (1901) reveiscd. i. 711 

Moggridge v. Thackwell (1803) followed. 

In re Pune; Lllleit v. Attorney -General 

i. 330 

Mohan v. Broughton [1899] affirmed . i. 1215 

Mohori Bibee and Another r. Dharmodas 
Ghose (1903) affirmed on varied 
grounds ..... i. 1008 

Molloy r. The Mutual Eeserve Life Insur- 
ance Co. (1906) reversed . li. 549, 961 

Money Kyrle’s Settlement, i>i re [1900] dis- 
tinguished. 

In re Baroness Llanorer ; Ilerhert v. 

Ram . . 6. . . . iii. 486 

Monk V, Arnold [1902] approved. 

Horner y. Erunklin . . . i. 1282 

Monks V. Jackson (1876) distinguished. 

Harford v. Limkey . . . i. 1120 
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COL. 

Monteflore r. G-uedalla [1903] reversed on a 

new point . , . . ii. 1218 


COL 

Moore c, Peacliey.(No. 2) (1892) followed. 

Marshall Y. James . , , iii. 76 


distinguislied and discussed. f 

Tn re Samj)son ; Savipsoa v. Sampson 

iii. 988 


(1869) followed. 

In re Ileatlier ; Pumfreij v. Fryer iii. 1144 


Montgomery r. De Bulnes [1898] distin- 
guished. 

In re. a Bel/tor; Me parte Jtooh Red 
Uriah Co i. 127 


affirmed iii. 74 


Moore y. Todd (1903) reversed . . li. 117 

Moore r. Watson (1867) overruled. 

Sti'eet V. Street , . . . i. 78 

Moore, Nettlefold & Co. v. Singer Manu- 
facturing Co. [1903] affirmed i. 1063 

Morden r. Porter (1860) followed. 

V. Tyrone Iieliaes ... ii. 4 

Morel Bros. v. Westmoreland (Earl of) 

[1903] affirmed . iii. 40; ii. 161 


Montgomery i\ Toy, Morgan & Co. [189.5] 
distinguished. 

MaCheane v. Gyles [No. 2) . . iii. 43 

Montgomery r. Thompson [1891] followed. 

' Woroe.ster Royal Porcelain Co., Ld. v. 

Moclte iii. 866 

Montgomery & Co. v. Indemnity Mutual 
Marine Insurance Co. [1901] 
affirmed iii. 653 

Montgomery & Co., Ld. r. Wallace James 

(1902) reversed . . . i. 1059 

Monti r. Barnes (1900) affirmed . . ii. 989 

Montreal City v. Montreal Street By. Co. 

(1903) affirmed . . . i. 981 

Montreal Street By. Co. r. Montreal Corpora- 
tion (1905) reversed . . i. 981 

Monypeny v. Bering (1852) followed. 

In re Bowles ; Page v. Page . . iii. 1200 

In re Mortimer ; Gray y. Gray . ii 1215 

Moon V. Whitney Union (1837) considered. 

Antisell V. Boyle ... . i. 280 

Moorcock, The (1889) distinguished. 

Parher v. Plomesyate Rural Blstrict 
Counoil iii. 605 

followed. 

Butler V. M^ Alpine iii. 729 

Moore, In re (1885) followed. 

In re Alston j Alston Y. Houston . iii. 507 

[190-1] followed. 

In re Orlelar ; Wynter v Orlehar . 884 

Moore v. Barton (1851) followed. 

In re Weston; BartholameiOY.Menzies 

ii. 38 

Moore v. Moore (1874) followed. 

In re Weston; Bctrtholomew v. Menzies 

ii. 37 

Moore r. North Western Bank [1891] fol- 
lowed. 

Ireland v Hart . . . . i. 531 


.applied. 

French Y . Howie and Wife . . ii. 161 

followed. 

Walton Co. Y. Toyaliy an and Others iii. 41 

Morgan, In re (1889) followed. 

Hire Balter; Mx parte Bupton . i. 130 

Morgan v. Morgan and Porter (1869) com- 
mented upon. 

Wandhy v. Waudhy and Bowland ii. 178 
followed. 

Hynes v. Hynes and Lahe . . ii. 196 

Morris, In re; James r. London and County 
Banking Co. [1898] affirmed . i. 179 

Morris v, Beal [1904] discussed. 

Stachey arid Others Y. Hoohe . i. 1286 

Morris v. Bavies (1836) followed. 

Poidett Peerage Case . . . i. 244 

Morris v, Edwards (1890) followed. 

Attorney- General v. Kexocastle-upon- 
Tyne Corporation . . . i. 1032 

Morris Howden [1897] commented on. 

HaH V. Hunter .... lii. 733 

Morris Levison (1876) distinguished. 

Miller V. Borne, r Co. . . iii. 579 

Morris v. Morris (1861) followed. 

Stanley Y. Stanley . . ii. 173 

Morris v. Bohinson (1824) discussed. 

Rice V. Reed iii, 972 

Morris and Bastert, Ld. (Herbert) v. Lough- 
borough Corporation (1907) re- 
versed i. 1154 

Morrison, In re [1901] considered. 

In re Keia ; In re Leavers ; In re 
Morley iii. 1012: 

Morrow v. M^Conyille (188,3) followed. 

Hn re Clarhe; Clarhe v. Clarhe . i. 340 

Mort’s Book and Engineering Co. r. Wadey 

affirmed . . . . i. 291 
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COL. 

Mortimer, In re ; Gray v. Gray afSrmed ii. 1215 

Mortimer v. West (1828) distinguished. 

In re Richardson ; Parry v. Holmes 

iii. 1203 

Mortimore r. Wright (1841) considered. 

Healing v. Healing and Another . ii. 647 

Mortlock v. Buller (1804) applied. 

Rudd V Laseelles . . . . iii. 404 

Mortlock V. Farrer (1879) followed. 

Sugar Y. Clare . . . . i. 1143 

Morton r. Thorpe (1863) followed. 

In the Goods of Rootle . .. . i. 1196 

In the Goods of Qiileh ; Quloh v. Qiilch 

i. 119.6 

Mosely v. The Koffyfantein Mines, Ld. 

reversed i. 614 

Moses, In re; Beddington v. Beddington 

[1902] approved, suh nom. Bed- 
dington V. Bauman and Another iii. 17 

Moss r. Cooper (1861) referred to. 

Stead, In re. ; Witham v. Andrew . iii. 1140 

Mostyn (Lord) r. Manger (1901) afBrmcd 

ii. 513 

Monle v. Garrett (1870) explained. 

Bonner v. Tottenham, and Edmonton 
Permanent Investment Building 
Society ..... ii. 520 

(1872) followed. 

Johtis Plnh . . . . ii. 4.69 

Monlis V. Owen reversed . . . i. 633 

Moulton r. Edmonds (1860) followed. 

In re II tllfax Commercial Banh and 
Wood iii, 418 

Mount Lyell Mining and By. Co. v. Inland 

Sevenue [1904] affirmed . iii. 311 

Mowbray v. Merryweather [1895] followed. 

Vogan Co. v Oulton . . . i. 99 

considered. 

Wood V. Machaij . ii. 1043 

Moxham v. Grant [1899] affirmed . i 424 

Muhammad Siddiq, Khan v. Muhammad 
Kasir-ullah-Zhan followed. 

Thahur Ganesh Bahsh v. Thahur Hari- 
kar Bahsh . . , i. 1018 

Muller V. Trafford [1901] discussed. 

Woodall V. Clifton . . . . ii. 519 

Mulliner r. Midland By. Co. (1879) followed.. 

Great Western By. Co. v. Solihull 
Ru"al District Council . li 63 


COL. 

Mumford t. Stohwasser (1874) disapproved. 
Hunt y. Inch .... iii. 408 

Mujidy and Boper's Contract, In re [1899] 
followed. 

In re Cornwallis- West and Illunro's 

ContruGt lii. 449 

j In re Lord Wimhorne and Rrowne's 

Contract iii. 449 

distinguished. 

In re Barlow's Contract . . iii! 496 

Mundy's Settled Estate, In re [1891] 
applied . 

In rc Eyre Coote ; Coote v. Cudonan 

iii. 434 

Munro v. Balfour (1893) followed. 

Eurne.ss V. Brreiford [18^?.] . . i. 1132 

Munro r. Butt followed. 

Simgjter y. Hedges [1898] . . i. 282 

Munster r. Cammell Co. (1882) followed. 

Bennett Brothers, Ld. v. Lewis and 
Others i. 422 

Munster r. Lamb (1883) applied. 

Law v. Llewellyn . . . . ii. 539 

Murphy r. Bury (1895) disapproved. 

Banh of Toronto v. St. Lawrence Fire 

Insuranee Co. . . . . i. 974 

Murray v. Clayton (1872) applied. 

Saocharin Corporation, Ld. v. Chemical 
and Drugs Co., Ld. . . i. 1034 

Murray r. Mackenzie (1875) followed. 

Marks y. Derrick . ... i. 267 

Murray r. Watkins (1890) followed. 

Garner v. Wingrove . . . ii. 563 

Musselburgh Beal Estate Co. v. Mussel- 
burgh Corporation [1903] affirmed 

iii. 1033 


Mutton V. Peat [1899] reversed . 

. i. 100 

N. 

Nadel v. Martin (1903) reversed . 

ii. 1149 

Kalder and Collyer’s Brewery Co. i'. Harman 

affirmed . . 

. iii. 362 

Nash V. Colthorpe [1905] followed. 
Marshall v. j?/«rri.v£)rt^[1907] . 

. i. 471 

Nash De Freville (1899) reversid 

. i. 267 

Nash Hollinshead [1901] applied. 
Curtis V. Sh inner . 

i. 1277 
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COL. 

Natlian and Others Ogdens, Ld. . i. 669 

National Bank of Wales, In re [1899] 

applied. • 

land V. Barrow IIcBmatlte Steel Co. i. 444 

National Bank of Wales, Ld., In re (Cory’s 
Case) [1899] afiirmeA 
Borey v. Cory . ... i. 425 

National Company for tke Distribution of 
Electricity by Secondary Genera- 
tors, Ld. V. Gibbs, reversed , li. 1144 

(1902) affirmed . . . . ii. 1148 

National Debenture Assets Corporation, 

In re., [1891] distinguished. 

In re Wallter anil Smith, Ld. . i. 488 

National Insurance Co. v. Inland Revenue 

(1889) followed. 

General Accident Assurance Corpora- 
tion, Ld. V. AIGowan . . ii. 267 

National Provincial Bank of England r. 
Games (1886) applied. 

Sacks V. Askhy Co. . . . ii. 1020 

National Provincial Bank of England v. 
Jackson (1886) followed. 

Howatson v. Wehh . . . i. 966 

National Stores, Ld., In re [1899] affirmed 

i. 665 

National Telephone Co. v. Inland Revenue 
Commissioners [1899] affirmed 

iii. 295 

National Telephone Co. r. Tunbridge Wells 

Corporation (1900) affirmed . iii. 817 

(1901) followed. 

yational Telephone Co. v. II udder sfielil 

Corporation .... iii. 818 

National Trustees, &c., Agency r. General 
Finance, &c., Agency affirmed . i. 944 

Navan and Kingscourt Ry. Co., In re (1886) 

followed 

In re Wrexham, Alold and Connah’s 
Quay By. Co. . . . iii. 212 

Neagle v, Nixon’s Navigation Co. [1904] 
approved and followed. 

Strannigaii v. Baird . . . ii. 732 

Neale v. Gordon Lennox [1902] reversed 

i. 236 

Neale i\ Turton (1827f followed. 

Boyce y . Bdhroolie . . . hi. '494 

Neaverson r. Peterborough Rural District 

Council [1901] reversed , jii. 528 


COL. 

Ned’s Point Battery, In re, followed. 

Blundell v. The King . . . i. 606 

Nedby r. Nedby (1862) followed. 

Barron v. Willis . . . . ii. 159 

Neeld v. Hendon Urban District Council 

(1899) considered. 

IlarceijY. Truro Bar al List riot Council 

li. 64 

Negus, In re [1895] applied. 

In re Gray iii. 761 

Nell'P. Longbottom [1894] followed. 

Bland v. Buchanan . . . i. 1150 

Nelson & Sons, Ld. v. Nelson Line (Liver- 
pool) (No. 2) [1908] . , iii. 573 

Neostyle Co.’s Trade Mark, In re, reversed 

iii. 889 


Neostyle Manufacturing Co., Ld. r 
Duplicator Co. affirmed . 

'. Ellam’s 

. hi. 901 

Nereid, The (1889) followed. 

Boche v. London and South Western Bu. 

lii. 82 

Nevill, In re (1890) followed. 
Thomgjson v. Bell . 

. lu. 1225 

New, In re [1901] discussed. 

In re Tollemache . 

. iii. 1013 


New Brunswick (Attorney-General for) 

Attorney-General for Canada (190.5) 
affirmed i, 956 


New Imperial Electric Lamp Co., Ld., In re 

(unreported, Feb. 18, 1903) com- 
mented on. 

Practice Bote ... . i. 576 

New Inverted Incandescent Gas Lamp Co., 

Ld. V. General Incandescent Co., 

Ld. [1906] followed. 

Cooper Patent Anohor Bail Joint Co., 

Ld. V. British Bleat ric Bcpiig/ment 
Co., Ld i. 1188 

New Ixion Tyre and Cycle Co., Ld. r. Spils- 

bury [1898] affirmed . . ii. 1143 

New Land Development Association s. Gray, 

In re [1892] applied. 

Preston’s Trustee v. Coohe . . i. 215 

— ~ followed. 

London and County Contracts, Ld. v. 
Tullach i. 215 

New, Prance and Garrard’s Trustee v. Hunt- 
ing [1897] affirmed, nom. Sharp 

V. Jack, son . . . , i. 160 
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COL. 

New River Co. i\ Hertford TJnion [1901] 

reversed iii. 2.")1 

New River Co. v. ‘Westminster Corporation, 

reversed by consent, xub noin. 
Metropolitan Water Board v. West- 
minster Corporation . . ii. 910 

New River Co. and Metropolitan Water 
Board, In re, reversed on one point 

iii. lOGd 

New Sharleston Collieries Co. v. Westmore- 
land (Earl of) (1899) affirmed ii. 956 

New Windsor Corporation r. Taylor [1898] 

affirmed ii. 101 

New York Breweries Co. l\ Att.-Gen. [1898] 

affirmed i. 908 

New York Exchange, Ld., In re (1888) 
distinguished. 

In re B. Bishop 4* Sons, Ld. . . i. 582 

New York Exchange Co., In re [1893] con- 
sidered. 

In re Sanitary Burial Association, Ld, 

i. 692 

New York Life Insurance Co. v. Fletcher 

(1886) follow'ed. 

Biggar v. Booh Life Assurance Co. ii. .298 

New York Life Insurance Go. v. Styles 

(1889) considered. 

Eguitahle Life Assurance Society of the 
United States v. Bishop . . ii. 219 

New Zealand Midland By Co., In re ; Smith 

•r. Lubhock [1901] reversed . i. 391 

Newall r. Tomlinson (1871) followed. 

Continental Caoxdchoue and Outta ' 
Perclxa Co. v. Kleinvoort, Sons Co. 

ii. 970 

Newall and Elliott, In re (1868) distin- 
guished. 

Hoe Co. T. Foster Sons . . ii. 1133 

Newhegin’s Estate, In re (1887) followed. 

In re Watson; Stamford Union v. 
Bartlett ii. 1236 

Newbigging v. Adam (1886) followed. 

Whittington v. Seale-Hayne , ii. 137, 965 

Newbolt V. Bingham (1895) distinguished. 

' Humphreys v. Morten . . . ii. 498 

Newell and Nevill’s Contract, In re [1900] 
disapproved. 

In re Gladstone; Gladstone v. Glad- 
stone. iii. 492 

Newport TJnion t. Green; Newport TJnion 

V. Stead [1906] affirmed . iii. 210 

B.D. — VOL. IV 


COL. 

Newton r. The Debenture-holders, &c., of The 
J^glo-Australian Investment Co. 
distinguished. 

Be- Mayfair Property Co.,Ld.; Bart- 
lett V. Man fair Property Co., Ld. 
[1898] ' i. 515 

Nicholas c. Ridley affirmed . . . ii. 1033 

Nicholl r. Eberhardt Co. (1889) not fol- 
lowed. 

Burdett-Coutts v. True Blue (Hannan's) 

Gold Mine . ... i. 591 

NichoUs 'V. Parker and Another [1901] 

reversed i. 720 

Nicholson w. Booth (1888) distinguished. 

Piclterimj v. Willoughby . . i. 803 

Nicholson v. Bower (1858) discussed. 

Taylor v. Great Eastern By. Co. . iii, 324 

Nicholson r. Bradfield TJnion (1866). ap- 
proved. 

Laioford v. Billerlcay Bural District 
Council . . . .3. 729 ; ii, 594 

Nicholson r. Piper affirmed , . , ii. 793 

Nickoll and Knight i\ Ashton, Edridge & Co. 

[1900J affirmed , . . iii. 327 

Niddrio and Benham Coal Co. r, M‘Kay 
[1903] followed. 

Johnstone v. Cochran Co., Ld. . ii. 791 

Strannigan v. Baird . , . h. 732 

Nightingale i\ Reynolds [1902] affirmed ii. 1011 

Nishet v Hamilton and Others. 

Caledonum By. v. Glasqoio Corporation 
[1907] . . '. . . ii. 118 

Nisbet and Pott’s Contract, In re [1905] 

affirmed ..... iii. 407 

Nitrate Producers’ Steamship Co. r. George 

Wills & Co. reversed . . lii. 558 

Nix V. Nottingham Justices [1899] affirmed 

ii. 427 

Noakes v. Noakes & Co., Ld. [1907] ap- 
proved. 

Bawsony. Braime's Tadcaster Breweries, 

Ld ii. 402 

Noakes & Co., Ld. r. Rice [1900] affirmed 

li. 1024 

[1902] applied. 

Ifaxwell V, Tipping . . . ii. 1023 

Samvel v, Jarrah Timber and Wood 

Paring Corporation, Ld. . ii. 1025 
Ji 
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COL. 

ITo'ble V. Cass (1827) distinguished. 

In re Franeis ; Barrett v. Fisher iii. 986 

SToel V. Bewley (1829) followed. ^ 

In re Ilojfe's Estate Act, 1855 . lii. 59 

Noel r. Noel (1885) applied, 

Sarary v. Samry . . . . ii, 223 

JTordenfelt v. Maxim Nordeufelt Q-uns and 
Ammunition Co. [1894:] applied. 

Tivoli, (^Manchester'), Zd. v. Colley and 
Others iii, 837 

Norjh, He (1897) cited. 

In re Walpole's Settlement ; Thompson 
V. Walpole .... iii. 481 

North %\ Walthamstour Urban District | 
Council (1898) discussed. 

Oliver V. Camherwell Borough Council 

ii. 887 

distinguished. 

Mils 'r, Bromley Rural Bistrict Counell 

in. 611 

North American Land and Timber Co., Ld. 

r. Watkins [1904] affirmed ii. 673 

North Australian Territory Co. %\ Golds- 
borough, Mort & Co, [1893] fol- 
lowed. 

Ooldstone y. Williams Beacon 4* Co. 

i. 1036 

North Britain, The (1894) followed. 

The Engineer, Tatham, Broinage 4' Co. 

V. Burr (1898) . . . ii. 328 

[1894] applied. 

Chapman v. James Fisher 4’ Co. . ii. 330 

North Cheshire and Manchester Brewery 
Co. , Ld. 1 '. Manchester Brewery Co., 

Ld. [1893] explained. 

Aerators, Ld. y. Tollitt . . , i. 493 

[1898] affirmed . . i. 493; iii. 904 

[1899] considered. 

London Qeneral Ommbus Go,, Ld. y. 
Lavell iii. 918 

North Eastern County School v. Barnard 
Castle Urban District Council 

[1902] discussed. 

South-West Suhurhan Water Co. y. 

St. Maryleiane Ouardians . iii. 1066 

North Eastern Marine Engineering Co., Ld. 

V. The Leeds Forge Co,, Id. [1906] 
affirmed^ ii, 1189 

North Eastern By. v. Crosland (1863) dis- 
tinguished. 

Beg. V, London and North Western By. 

Co iii. 182 


COL, 

North Eastern By. Co. v. Dalton Overseers 

[1899] affirmed . . . ii. 84 

North Eastern By. Co. r. Hastings (Lord) 

[1898] affirmed . . i. 918 ; ii. 444 

North Eastern 100 A Steamship Insurance 
Association v. Bed “ S ” Steamship 
Co,, Ld. affirmed . . . ii, 350 

North of England Steamship Co., Ld., In ?-e 

[1905] reyersed . . . i, 460 

North Manchester Overseers v. Winstanley 

[1907] reversed . . . iii. 259 

North Biver Bank v. Aymar (U, S. A.) 

j (1842) disapproved. 

Harnlro 4’ Son v. Burnand and Others 

i. 24 

Northam Bridge and Bonds v. South Stone- 
ham Enral District Council (1906) 
affirmed . . . . , ii. 65 

Northampton Corporation r. Ellen reversed 

iii. 1060 

Northern Press and Engineering Co., Ld. 
and Annand v, Hoe & Co. (1906) 
affirmed ri. 1128 

Northumberland (Duke of) v. Attorney- 

General [1904] affirmed . i. 912 

Norton v. London and North Western By. 

Co. (1879) c'onsidered. ^ 

Midland By. Co, v, Wright . , iii. 183 

Norton «. Yates applied. 

Cairoiey y, Bach [1906] . . i. 408 

Norton’s Case (1863) applied. 

In re Clarh's Patent . . . ii. 1158 

Nosotti r. Auerbach (1899) affirmed . i, 31 

Notara r. Henderson (1872) observations in, 
applied. 

The Sarona iii. 604 

Nottingham Patent Brick and Tile Co, v. 
Butler (1886) referred to. 

Nalder and Collier's Brewery Co. v. 
Harman iii. 362 

Nottingham Permanent Benefit Building 
Society, Thurstanr. [1902] affirmed 

i, 297 

Nunn r, Fabian followed. 

Miller and Aldworth, Ld. v. Sharp) 

[1899] ii. 441 


Nutt v. Easton [1899] affirmed , 


. ii. 1007 
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COL. 

O’Brien v. Lewis (1863) distinguished. 

I/i re Kaslxm and Hier-Evans . iii. 738 

O’Brien v. O’Brien [1896] not followed. 

In re Bilham ; Buchanan v. Hill iii. 1125 

Occleston r. Bullalove (1874) followed. 

In re Loveland ; Loveland v. Loveland 

iii. 1113 

Oceanic SS. Co. -r, Faber affirmed . . ii. 337 

Oceanic Steam Navigation Co. Waterford 
Steamship Co. (The Oceanic) (1902) 
affirmed iii. 653 

O’Donovan r. Cameron [1901] distinguished, 
Barlinyton v. Boscoe Sons . . ii. 726 

Ogden V. Ogden [1907] affirmed , i. 643 ; ii. 145 

Ogdens, Ld. r. Nelson ; Ogdens, Id. r, 

Telford [1903] affirmed . . i. 667 

Ogdens, Ld. r. Nelson [1904] distinguished. 

Bovine, Ld. v. Bent and Winiirmm i. 680 

Ogle r. Binipe (1869) considered. 

In re Bayner ; Bayner v, Bayner iii. 1124 

Ogle Morgan (1852) followed. 

In re Ocjllby ; Coolirane v. Ogilly iii. 1118 

Old r. Eobson (1890) followed. 

Cullen V. Eltoin and Others . . iii. 847 

Sayer v. Amalgamated Society of Car- 
penters and Joiners . . iii. 847 

Oldham Corporation n. Bank of England 

leversed i. 1109 

Oliver i\ Bank of England [1902] affirmed 
snh nom. Starhey v. Banh of Eng- 
land i. 46 

Oliver r. Nautilus Steam Shipping Co, 

[1903] reversed . . . ii. 691 

• distinguished. 

Mulligan v. Bioh . . . . ii. 692 

Oliver’s Settlement, In re; Evered r. Leigh 
[1903] followed. 

In re Bailees Settlement; Barrett v. 
Beales iii. 1141 

Olliver r. Henton [1899] affirmed . ii. 987 

Olympia, Ld,, In re [1898] affirmed. 

Gluehstein v, Barnes [1900] . i. 462 

O’Mahoney i\ Burdett (1874) followed. 

In re Sehnadlwrst ; Sandlmlil v. 
SeJmadhorst .... iii, 1162 

O’Neil r. Lucas (1 838) followed. 

In re Pope; Sharp Marshall . ii. 1209 


Onley v, Gardiner (1838) followed. 

Pamper v. Bassett . , . i. 1067 

Oppe-;heimer v. Attenborough & Son (1907) 

affirmed i. 26 

Oppenheimer r. Frazer and Others [1907] 

varied i. 22 

Oppert v. Brownhill Great Southern (1898) 

affirmed i. 450 

Ora via. The, affirmed .... iii, 657 

Orchis, The, distinguished. ' 

The Bipon City, otherwise The Silvia 
[1898] iii. 554 

Original Hartlepool Collieries v, Gibb (1877) 
followed. 

Land Securities Co., Ld. v. Commercial 

Gas Co iii. 1043 

Lowderw Y. Keaveney . . . iii. 813 

Ormskirk Union r. Chorlton Union [1903] 

affirmed ii. 1253 

Orsmond, In re (1887) followed. 

In re Hankey ; Cunliffe Smith v. 
Hanhey i. 1236 

Orton V. Smith (1873) followed. 

Wilson V. Bassil . . , . i. 1220 

Osborne v, Gillett (1873) approved, 

Clark V. London General Omnibus Co,, 

Ld i. 867 

O’Sullivan v. Thomas [1895] approved. 

Burge Y. Ashley and Smith, Ld. . ii. 11 

Oswald, In the Goods 0/(1874) followed. 

Marklew v. Turner . . . iii. 1096 

Ovingdean Grange [1902] affirmed . iii. 670 

Owen r. Gibbons (1901) affirmed . . iii. 1136 

Owens, In re (1889) disapproved. 

InreBeneU; WardY.Benett . i. 1246 


P. 

Pacific Co-operative Steam Coal Companies, 

Ld. V, The Eailway Commissioners 
of New South Wales affirmed i. 933 

Paddington Borough Council v. Attorney- 

General [1906] revei-sed i. 304 ; ii. 942 

Page r. Cox (1851) considered. 

Byriie v, Beid . . . . ii. 1071 

Page r. Midland Ey. Co., [1894] foUow^ed. 

May V. Platt .... iii, 391 

Page r. Vallis [1903] overruled. 

Loioe v. Borling . . . . i. 1053 

h — 2 
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COL. 


COL. 1 

Paice V. Archbisliop of Canterbury (1807) | 

followed. 

I/h ro Piine ; L'dloii v. Attonwii-Goneval 

330 

Paine, In re; Px parte Read [1897] not 
followed. 

lure Warren; Ex parte Trustee i. 159 
followed. 

In re Blachjwol 3fotor Car Co., Ld.; 
Hamilton^, the same Co. . i. 568 

Paine r. Cork Co. [1900] followed. 

Ilanners v. St. EnrUVs Cold and 

Copper Mines, Ld. and Others i. 579 

Paine r. Jones (187-1) followed. 

In re Anderson ; Pepler'v. GilUott i. 1170 

Paine & Co. r. Paniells & Sons’ Breweries 

referred to. 

P,e Wriqht, Crossley St Co. Ch'ade hlurh 
No. 70,078) [1898] . . . ill. 877 


Parker, In re (1880) followed. 

1)1 re Wllllums ; WiUianis y, WiUianis 

lii. 1189 

Parker o. Felgate (1883) approved. 

Perora v. Perera . ... i. 987 

Parker r. London County Council [1901] 
followed. 

Lvles V. Southend-on-Sea Corporation 

iii, 135 

Parker v. McKenna (1874) dictum applied. 
Pelves y. Gray .... iii. 1023 

followed. 

Williains y. Soott .... iii. 999 

Parker v. Marchant (1812) followed. 

I)i re HammersUy ; Ileasman y. Ilam- 

mersley ..... iii. 1110 

Parker and Others ■?'. Lord Advocate (1902) 

affirmed ..... i. 849 


Painter, E.v parte [1895] followed. 

In re Archer; Ex y^arte Archer . i. 136 

distinguished. 

In re Betts ; Ex parte Official Receiver 

i. 220 

Palmer, In re [18,93] followed. 

In re Allan; Bowy. Cassaigne iii. 1227 
In re Sharnian ; Wriyht v. Sharman i, 1250 

applied. 

In re Parker ; Steplwmn v, Parker 

iii. 1164 

Palmer r, Blackburn (1822) applied. 

United States Shipping Co. y. Empress \ 
Assurance Co. ' . . . li. 346 

Palmer v. Grand Junction Ry. Co. (1839) 
distinguished. 

Lyles V. Southend Corporation . iii. 135 

Palmer «. Johnson (1884) applied. 

Mason y, Shuppisser . . . iii. 86 

Palmer f. Young (1684) explained. 

In re Biss ; Biss v. Biss . . iii, 1004 

Pankhurst v. Howell (1870) followed. 

In re Smythies ; Weyman y. Smythies 

iii. 1145 

Papendick r. Bridgwater (1835) distin- 
guished. 

Blandy- Jenkins v. Earl of Bunraven i. 1175 

Paqtuin, Ld. r. Holden (now Beauclerk) 

affirmed ii, 156 

Pardoe, In re ; McLaughlin r. Penny [1906] 

reversed on a question of fact ii. 573 


Parker v. Taswell (1858) followed. 

Eunbler y , Ahrahavis . . . ii. 440 

Parker-Jervis, In re; Salt r. Locker [1898] 
followed. 

In re Biche of St. Allans; Loder v. 
Bake of St. Allans . . i. 881 

Parkin v. South Hetton Coal Co. (1907) 

affirmed ii. 848 

Parlement Beige, The (1880) followed. 

The Jassy iii 688 

Parmenter v. Webber (1818) applied. 

Lewis y. Baker and Others . . i. 1047 

Parnell, In re; Ex parte Barrell (1875) 
applied. 

Ilart y. Porthgain Harlo%ir Co., Ld. 

i. 289 

Parsons, In re; Ex parte Furber [1893] 
principle applied. 

In re Spiral Glohe, Ld. . . i. 411 

Parsons v. New Zealand Shipping Co. [1900] 

affirmed iii. 620 

Part V. Bond, affirmed . . , . ii. 979 

Passingham v. King (1898) followed. 

Beale y. Bond . . . . i. 29 

Patching r. Barnett (1881) [1907] followed. 

In re Betts ; Bovghty y. Walker . i. 1248 

Patent Cocoa Fibre Co. (1876) followed. 

In re British Electric Street Tranmays, 

Ld ' i. 574 



LIST OF CASES AFFIEMED, REVEESED, ETC. 


101 


COL. 

Patent Exploitation, Id. v. Siemens Bros. & 

Co., Id. (1902) reversed . , ii. 1101 

Patrick v. Simpson (1889) distinguished. 

Ill re Laeij ; Hoijnl General Theatrical 

Fund AsaooiatUm v. Kydd . i. 1251: 

Patrick (Smith’s Trustees) r. Smith [1900] 
affirmed, sui noni. Smith \.Patrich 

lii. 998 


COL. 

Peek i\ Derry (1889) applied. 

Mcjdoriny Lund and Mineruh Co., Ld. 

^ V. Kolchmann , i. 805 - 

Pegg r. Ghamherlain (1860) followed. 

Inthe yood.'i of Rutalijfe . . i. 1210 

Pelham-Clinton r. Newcastle (Duke of) [1902] 

affirmed iii. 1205 


Patten r. Bond (1889) followed. 

Chetwyndw. Allen. ‘ . . . ii. 997 

Paul Boyer, Ld. r. Edwardes (1901) affirmed. 

i. 631 

Payne v. Cork Co., Ld. [1900] distinguished. 
Doughty v. Lomagunda Reefs, Ld. i. 456 

Pajme v. Cox (1851) considered. 

Byrne v. Reid . . . . ii. 1071 

Payne r. Hogg [1900] reversed . . i. 769 

Payton & Co., Ld. « Snelling, Lampard & 

Co., Ld. (1899) affirmed . . iii. 916 

Payton & Co., Ld, v. Titus Ward & Co., Ld 

(1899) reversed .... lii. 916 


Pelton Brothers v. Harrison [1891] dis- 
cussed. 

In re JSGieeler's Settlement ; Briggs v. 
Ryan ii, 151 

Penny r, Wimbledon Drhan District Council 

[1899] affirmed . . . lii. 51 

[1898] followed. 

Hill V. Tottenham Urhan District 
Council ii. 615 

[1899] followed. 

The Siiarh ..... iii. 670 

Pepin r.Bruyere [1900] affirmed i. 660 ; iii, 1237 

Peploe r. Galliers (1820) discussed. 

In re a Debtor ; E,v parte Smith . i. Ill 


Pearce c, London and South Western Ey. Co, 

[1900] approved. 

Dundee and Arbroath Joint Ry. Co. v, 
Carlin ii. 697 

Pearks, Gunston and Tee, Ld. -y. Thompson, 
Talmey & Co. (1901) followed. 

Randall (H. B.'), Ld. v. British and 
American Shoe Co. . . . iii. 908 

Pearson, In re (1876) overruled. 

In re Holland; Glegg Holland i. 1341 

(1892) followed. 

Coolie V. Charles A. Yogeler Co, . i. 123 

Pearson, In the goods of [1896] modified. 

Lithe goods of Apted . . , i. 1224 

Pearson y. Dublin Corporation [1907] re- 
versed ... i. 288 ; iii. 130 

Pearson v. Pearson considered. 

Jennings v. Jennings [1891] . ii. 1083 

Pearson v. Spencer (1863) applied. 

Milner's Safe Co., Ld. v. Great Northern 
and City Ry. Co. , . . i. 1064 


Perkins, Re; Poyser r, Beyfus [1898] 
affirmed i, 193 


Perkins v. Gingell (1885) followed. 

Gardner, Locliet Ai' Co. r. Doe . iii. 1048. 

Perrins y. Bellamy [1898] affirmed . iii. 999 

Perry Almshouses, In re, affirmed . i. 323 

Perry Herrick v. Attwood (1857) followed. 

Rimmer v. Webster . . . iii. 977 

Pescod y. Westminster Corporation [1905] 
distinguished. 

Denman 4' Co., Ld. v. Westminster Cor- 
paration ; and Cording 4’ Co., Ld. 

V. Westm,in,Ier Corporation , li, 930 

Petchell, In the goods of (1874) followed, 

Townsend v. Moore . . . iii. 1088 

Peterborough Corporation v. Witsthorpe 
Overseers followed. 

Lodge v. Huddersfeld Corporation iii. 88 
Peters r. Owen (1899) affirmed . . ii. 1115 


Peck, In the goods of (1860) followed. 

In the goods of Harling . . i. 1212 

Pedrotti’s Will, In re (1860) distinguished. 

In re Richards ; Ugloio y . Richards iii. 4 

Peebles r. Oswaldtwistle affirmed. 

Passmore v. Oswaldtioistle Urban Dis- 
trict Council [1898] . iii. 622 


Peto V. Gardner (184.3) not followed. 

Dire Wells; Boyer y. Maclean . iii. 985 

Petre r. Petre (1853) considered. 

Dire Mcdallum ; MaCallum v. MeCal- 
lum ii. 557 

Peveril Gold Mines, Ld., Re [1898] affirmed 

i. 372 
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COL. 

Pliarmaceutical Society v. Wliite [1900] 

affirmed i(h 854 

Pkene’s Trusts, i/j re (1870) discussed. 

I/i re Aldenley ; Glhson v. Hall i. 1181 

Philadelpliian, The [1900] reversed in part 

iii. 662 

Philbrick’s Trusts, Re (1866) applied. 

In re Peaeonh's Settlenmit ; Kelcey v. 
Tlurrison ..... iii. 480 

Philipps r. Low [1892] applied. 

Milner's Safe Co., Ld. v. Great 
Northern and City Ry. Co. . i. 1064 

Philips T. Philips (1843) approved and 
applied. 

Lasher v. Ilassard . . . ii. 563 


COL. 

Pickfords, Ld. r. Loudon and Horth Western 

Ey. Co. (1907) affirmed . . lii. 196 

Pickup V. Thames and Mersey Marine 
Insurance Co. (1878) approved. 

Ajum Goolam Hossen 4* Co. v. Union 
Marine Insuranoe Co. . . ii. 362 

Hajee Cassini Joosuh y. Ajiim Goolam 
Ilosseii S{ Co ii. 362 

Pieper’s Patent (1895) approved. 

Henderson's Patent , . . ii. 1159 

Pier’s Estate, In re (1863) followed. 

Whitmore-Searle v. Whitmore-Searle 

iii. 271 

Pigot’s Case (1614) discussed. 

Bishop of Crediton v. Bishop of 
Bxcter i. 915 


Phillimore, In re [1903] overruled. 
In re Atkinson 


i. 1221 


Pilling, In re [1903] discussed. 

In re Flew j Fx parte Flew . 


i. 224 


Phillips, In o-e (1880) disapproved. 

In re Pope ; Shary) v. Marshall 

ii. 1209 

Phillips f. Barnet (1876) followed. 

Yonng v. Yonny . . . . ii. 163 

Phillips r. Clark (1857) followed. 

Priee v. Union Lighterage Co. . i. 310 

PhilEps '6'. Foxall (1872) distinguished. 

Caxton and Arrington Union v. Dew 

ii. 47 

Phillips r. Jones (1888) followed. 

In re Overweg ; Haas v. Durant iii. 797 

Phillips r. London School Board [1898] 

affirmed i. 1118 

Phillips r. L. & S. W. Ey. Co. (1879) 

applied. 

Johnston v. G. W. Ry. Co. . , iii. 67 


Pimlico, etc., Tramway Co. r. Greenwich 
Union (1873) approved. 

Melboui-ne Tramway and Omnihus Co. 

V. Mayor, dpc., of the City of Fitzroy 

i. 941 


Pimm, In re, followed. 

hire Cayley ; Awdry v. Cayley [1904] 


Binder v. Binder (1860) followed. 

In re Peirson ; Cayley v. Be Wend iii. 470 


Pinede’s Settlement, In re (1879) followed. 

In re Marten ; Shaw Y . Marten . iii. 10 


Pinhorne, In re [1894] considered. 

In re Whitmore; Walters y. Harrison 

iii. 1159 

followed. 

In re Powell ; Campbell v. Campbell 

iii. 1179 


Phillips and Others v. Williams (1902) 
reversed iii. 724 

Philpot r. Bath affirmed , . , ii. 562 ; 

iii. 1050 

Phipps V. London and North Western Ey. 

Co. [1892] followed. 

Charrinyton, Sells, Dale Co. v. Mid- 
land Ry. Co iii. 201 

Piazzi-Smith, In the goods of [1898] 

reversed iii, 1239 

Pickard, In re [1894] applied. 

In re Deane ; Goodwin v, Droehlehvrst 

i. 361 

Pickering v. Marsh (1874) followed. 

Rex Y. Dymoch and Another . i. 65 

Rex V, Moyer and Another . , i. 65 


Pirie (Alex.) & Sons, Ld, v. Earl of Kintore 

(1906) affirmed .... iii. 1042 

Pitcairn, In re ; Brandreth v. Colvin [1896] 
followed. 

Re Dentham; Pearee v. Bentham lii. 1215 

Pitt, Ex parte (1833) followed. 

In re a Solicitor; Ex parte Incorporated 
Law Society .... iii. 775 

Pitt V. Jones (1880) followed. 

Morant v. Oodden , . . ii. 1067 

Pitt Elvers, In re; Scott v. Pitt Eivers 

[1901] reversed . . . iii. 1138 

Pizzala r. Pizzala followed, 

Koch V, Koch . . . . ii. 188 


Pickering r. Stephenson (1872) explained. 

Peel V. London and. Eoi'th Western Ry. 

Co. 'i. 429 


Player, In re (1885) considered. 

In re Tankard ; Ex parte 
Receiver Y . Hart . 


Official 
. i. 235 
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LIST OF GASES AEFIBMED, EEVEESEL, ETC. 


COL. 

Player & Sons’ Trade Mark [1901] dis- 
tinguished. 

In re A. and A. Crompton Co.’s Trade 
Marti iii. 883 

Player, In re; Eoa parte Harvey (1885) 
discussed and approved. 

Plummer^ In re ; Ex parte The Trustee 

i. 231 

Pletts V. Beattie [1896] distinguished. 

Nohlett T. Ilopltlnson , , . ii. 419 

followed. 

Stephenson v. Rogers . . . ii. 416 

Plimpton r. Spiller (1877) discussed. 

Electric Construction Co., Id. v. 
Imperial Tramways Co., Id. ii. 1131 

Pneumatic Tyre Co. v. Puncture Proof 
Pneumatic Tyre Co. (1899) 
approved. 

British Motor Syndicate, Ld. v. Taylor 
4' Son . . . . . ii. 1164 

Plymouth, Stonehouse & Devonport Tram- 
way Co. V. General Tolls Co. Ld. 

(1898) reversed . . . ii. 101 

Poisson & Woods r. Eobertson & Turvey 

(1901) affirmed . . . i, 1011 

Polden V. Bastard (1866) applied. 

Nicholls v. uVicholls . . . i. 1060 

Pollard (H. E.) In re ; Ex parte S. E Pollard 

(1903) afflrnaed . . . i. 181 

Pollard v. Photographic Co. (1888) 
approved. 

Boiioas V. Coolie 4' Others . . i. 720 

principle applied. 

Stedall V. Houghton . . . i. 721 

Pollock and Eendle, In re (1902) discussed. 

InreJenliins . 191 

Polsue & Alfieri, Ld. v. Eushmer [1907] 

affirmed , , . . . ii. 1057 

Ponsford, Baker & Co. r. Union Bank 

reversed . . . . i. 202 

Pontifex r. Pamham (1893) doubted. 

Balie V. French {No. 2) . . iii. 745 

Poole V. Huskinson (1832) applied. 

Leolihampton Quarries Co. v. Ballinger 
and Another . . . . ii. 57 

Poole & Clarke’s Contract, In re [1904] 

• followed and applied. 

Harris v. Boots Cash Chemists 
{Southern') Ld. . . . iii. 391 

Poole Harbour Commissioners v. Pike (1901) 

affii’m^d , , . , , iii, 726 


COL. 

Porcher r. Wilson {1 866) followed. 

In re Smith ; Smith v. Smith . i. 1212 

Port iTictor, The (1901) affirmed . . iii. 700 

Porter, In the goods of (1869) followed. 

Edmondson v, Edmondson and Others 

iii. 1236 

Portsmouth (Earl of) v. London and South- 
Western Ey. Co. (1901) reversed 

iii. 198 

Portsmouth Corporation v. Hall reversed ii. 137 

Potter V. Duffield (1874) followed. 

Carr v. Lynch . . . . ii. 411 

Potts V. Smith (1869) followed. 

Re Metcalfe ; Metcalfe v. Blencowa iii. 1231 

Poulett V, Hill [1893] followed. 

Williams V. Hunt . ... ii, 990 

Pounder, Re; Williams v. Pounder dis- 
tinguished. 

Ln re Jones ; Richards v. Jones , iii. 1169 

Powell, In re (1900) considered. 

In re Whitmore ; Walters v. Harrison 

iii. 1169 

Powell r. Birmingham Vinegar Brewery Co. 
(1896) followc.]. 

S. Chirers 4' >^ons v. S. G hirers 4' Co., 

Ld. iii. 896 

applied. 

Saccharin Corporation, Ld, v. Chemicals 
and Drugs Oo., Ld. . . i. 1034 

Powell V. Brown [1899] followed. 

Lowth V. Iblotson . . . . ii. 760 

MHoveryiy. Coopen' 4' Co. . . ii. 806 

Powell V. Browne reversed , , . ii. 1032 

Powell V. Graves (1886) discussed. 

BuUm V. The Swan Electric Engraving 
Co i. 97 

Powell r. Kempton Park Eace Course Co. 

[1898] distinguished. 

R. v. Humphreys . . . . ii. 22 

[1897] affirmed . . . . ii. 24 

Powell V. Emight (1878) followed. 

Iloohcr sr. Gray . . . . i. 60 

Powell V. Main Colliery Co. [1900] reversed 

ii. 715 

Powell V. Powell (1866) followed. 

Cossey v. Cossey . . . .iii. 1092 

Powell v. Powell [1900] approved. 

Cavendish v. Strutt . . . iii. 614 

Wright v. Carter , , . , iii, 743 
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LIST OF CASES AFFIRMED, REVERSED, ETC. 


OOL. 

Powell V. Vickers, Sons & Maxim, Id. [1907] 
followed, 

Fitzgerald v. Thomaa Tillhig, Ld. ni. 6-1 

Powell & Thomas i\ Evan James & Co, 

affirmed , . , . i. 39 

Power, In re [1901] followed. 

Jure Dodson; Qihson y . Dodson . i. 884 

not followed. 

In re Orlclar ; Wy liter v. Orlebar i. 884 

Poynting v. Eaulkner reversed . , ii. 245 

Praed r. Graham [1890] applied. 

Johnston V. Great Western Fy. Co. ill. 63 

Prance v. Simpson [1854] followed. 

Langrisk v. Watts . . . ii. 652 

Precious i\ Abel (1795) commented on. 

Wright v. Glyn . , . . ii. 830 

Preece r. Corrie (1828) applied, 

Lewis Bailor and. Others . . i. 1047 

Prescott V. Lee [1899] affirmed . . i. 1143 

Presto Gear Case and Components Co., Ld. 

V. Orme, Evans & Co., Ld. (1901) 
affirmed . . . . ii. 1096 

Prestwick r. Foley [1866] followed. 

In re Newen; Carrutliers v, Newen 

iii. 739 

Price, In re [1900] distinguished. 

In re D'Este's Settlement ; Poulter v. 
D'Este iii. 10 

Price, hire; Tomlin v. Latter [1900] con- I 
sidered. 

Barretto v. Young . . . iii. 20 

Price V. Earl of Torrington [1703] dis- 
tinguished. 

Mercer v. Denne . ... i. 1177 

Price r. Griffith [1861] explained. 

Ilextcr V. Pearce .... iii. 783 

Price Maritime Insurance Co. [1900] 
affirmed ii. 343 

Price r. Union Lighterage Co. [1904] 
followed. 

James Kelson 4' Sons., Ld. v. Kelson 
' Line {Liver [lool'), Ld. (Ko. 2) iii. 573 

Price & Co. r. Union Lighterage Co. [1903] 

affirmed , , . , i. 310 

Prichard v. Prichard (1870) followed, 

Jn the goods of Bramley . . jh. 1120 j 


COL. 

Pridham, In the goods of (1889) considered. 

In the goods of Jachson . . i. 1212 

Priest & Wife t’. Last (1902) affirmed . iii. 351 

Prince Edward Island, Attorney-General 
for, V. Attorney-General for Canada 

1905) affirmed . , i. 956 

Prince Llewellyn, The [1904] followed. 

I he Toscana i, 13 

Prins Hendrik, The [1899] followed. 

The Ballingtoii .... iii. 710 

Pritchard v, Merchants’ and Tradesmen’s 
Life Insurance Society (1868) 
doubted and distinguished. 

Stuart V. Freeman . . . . ii. 313 

Proctor V. Bennis (1887) followed. 

Sutcliffe Y. Ahliott . . . . ii. 1122 

Property Exchange, Ld, r. Wandsworth 
Board of Works (1901) affirmed. 

ii. 924 

Proud v. Bates (1865) followed. 

Batten PooU v Kenned g. . . ii. 960 

Pugh v. Arton (1869) discussed, 

III re Olasdir Cojijier Worlis, Ld. . ii. 446 

Pugh r. Drew (1869) followed. 

In re Trlnghani's Trusts, Triiighaiii v. 
Gveeiihill iii. 466 

Pugh and Sharman’s Case (1872) distin- 
guished. 

In re Kational Banh of Wales, Ld. i. 662 

Pullman r. Hill & Co [1891] disliuguished, 
Edmondson v. John Birch f Co. and 
Horner ii. 534 

Pursell, Ex yarte (1887) followed. 

Ilaryur's Cgole Eittliigs Co., In re . i. 584 

Pnrves r. Straits of Dover Steamship Co. 

[1899] affirmed . . . . hi. 567 

Pyle Works, Ld,, Be, considered and ex- 
plained. 

Migfair Proyertij Co., Ld. ; Bartlett v. 
Mayfair Projierfy [1898] . i. 645 

Pyman r. Dreyfus (1889) discussed. 

Leonis SS. Co. v. Banh, Ld. . . iii, 628 

Pyman r. Martin affirmed . . . ii, 361 

Pyner r. Ballard, King & Co. (1898) 

affirmed . . ii. 820 

Q. 

Q,ueheo Marine Insurance Co. r. Commercial 
Bank of Canada (1870) followed, 
Yoriigern, The .... in, 592 
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LIST OF CASES AFFIRMED, REVERSED, ETC. 


COL. 

Quebec and Richmond Rail. c. Quinn (1898) 
afiirmefl and followed. 

In the goods of Ahul Ilanud Beg . i. 42 


Queen, The (1869) followed. 

The Su'iSex iii. 710 

Queen’s College, Oxford v. Hallett (1811) 
observed upon. 

West Ham Central Charity Board v. 

Bast London Waterworks Co. . ii. 476 

Queen’s Hotel Co., Cardiff, Id., In re [1900] 
distinguished. 

In re New Zealand Midland By. Co. ; 
Smith V. Luhhock . . . i. 394 

Queens of the River SS. Co. r. Conservators 
of the River Thames and Easton 
Gibb & Son affirmed . . in. 1047 

Queensland Rational Bank Co , Id. r. Benin- - 
sular and Oriental Steam Naviga- 
tion Co. [1898] affirmed . . i. 623 

Quicke r. Chapman (1902) reversed. . li. 492 

Quinn r. leathern [1901] followed. 

Gihlan v. National Amalgamated 
Laboarer.'i' Union of Great Britain 
and Ireland and Others; Bidcock 
V. St. Anne's, eta., Federation 

iii, 849, 860 

affirmed snh min. Leathern v, Oraif/ 

iii, 849 


E. 

Radcliffe, In re (1892) distinguished. 

In re French- Brewster ; Walters v. 
French-Breioster . , .iii 276 

Rainbow t\ Howkins [1904] discussed. 

Mc3Ianns v. Fortesoue and Branson i, 92 


Rahim-ud-Bin and Others v. Rewal and 


Others (1908) affirmed . 

i. 1021 

Raine v. Johson [1901] followed. 


Fogarfij y. Wallis Co. [1903] . 

Barrett v. Kemg) Bros. [1904]. 

ii. 758 

Bartell v. IV. Gray Co. 

ii. 807 

distinguished. 


The Holder Line, Ld. v. Griffen . 

ii. 809 


Ralph V, Carrick (1879) applied. 

In re Boberts ; Perciral v. Boberts iii. 1193 


Ramsay v. Blair (1876) distingui-dred. 

Batten Pooll v. Kennedy . . ii. 9,50 

Randal r. Cockran (1747) applied. 

Stearns v. Tillage Main Beef Gold 
Mining Co. . . . " . ii. 363 

Randall, Li re (1888) followed. 

In re Blunt; Wigan v. Clinch . j. 33,5 


i COL. 

Randall r. Russell (1815) followed and 
applied. 

Bevan v. Webb .... iii. 978 

Randell, In re (1888), followed. 

In re Blunt ; Wigan y, Clinoh . i. 385 

Randt Gold Mining Co. r. New Balkis 
Eersteling, Id. (1 902) affirmed. 

i. 508 

Rankine r. Alloa Coal Co. followed. 

Brown v. Lochgelly Iron and Coal Co. 

Ld. . . . ii. 718 

Raphael, In re ; B,c giarte Salomon [1899] 

reversed in. 747 

Batata, The [1897] affirmed. 

Preston Corporation v. Bironstead, 

The Bidata (1898'] . . iii. 706 

Ratcliff and Dealtry r. Mendelssohn [1901] 

affirmed. iii. 792 

Ratcliffe v. Barnard (1871) commented on. 

Olirer Y. Hinton . . ii. 987 

Rathbone Bros. r. David Mclver, Sons & Co. 

(1902) reversed , . . iii. 613 

Raven i\ Southampton JJ. [1904] discussed. 

B: V. Tolhvrst and Others; B. v. Cox 
• and Others . . . . ii. 390 

Ravensworth, In re; Ravensworth v, 

Tindal [1904] affirmed . . iii. 1118 

Rawes r. Eawes (1836) dissented from. 

Be Jennings i. 702 

Rawlins v. Burgis (1814) followed. 

Jacob and Others v. Jacob . . iii. 1097 

Rayner v. Ballant3Tie (1898) affirmed . iii, 574 

Rayner, In re ; Rayner v. Rayner reversed 

iii. 1125 

[1904] followed. 

In re Gent and Easton's Contract . iii. 1207 
Rayner r. Preston (1881) followed. 


Bidoiit V. Fowler . 

. iii. 278 

R. V. Abbot (1903) distinguished. 


B. V. Cowie .... 

i. 776 

[1897] followed. 


Blundell v. The King . 

i. 606 

R. r. Allmey (1871) approved. 


Beg. Y. Manchester Id. . 

. ii. 381 

R. r. Armagh JJ. (1897) applied. 


B. T. Antrim JJ, . 

. ii. 399 


R, r. Bank of England [1891] followed. 

B. Y. Bank, of England; E.r. parte 

Coins i. 121 


R. r. Beadle (1857) approved. 

In re Madden's Estate . , . i. 845 
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COL. 


R. V. Bedwortli (1807) followed. 

Farnham Flint, (fravel, and Sand Co. 

V. Farnham Union . . . iii. 213 

t 

E. v. Birming-liam Waterworks Co. (1861) 
approved. 

Hamilton Urhaii District Council v. 
Southiuarh and Vauxhall Water 
Co ill. 221 


E. T. Blackson (1838) followed. 
It. Y. Twffln a?id Another 


i. 782 


R. V. Bowman (1898) applied. 

Southwarh Corporation v. Partington 
Advertising Co. .. . ii. 611 

R. r. Brannon. (1882) not followed. 

B. V, Tuffin and Another . . i. 783 

R. r. Bridge (1890). 

Groodiohi V. Sheffield Corporation . ii. 698 

(1890) distinguished. 

Westminster Corporation y. Gordon 
Hotels, Ld. .... ii. 899 


R. !', Brighton Corporation (1907) reversed. 


R, r. Broome (1851) followed. 

B. V. Stoohwell and Others 

R. V. Brown (1901) disapproved. 
B V. Penfold [1902] 

R. v. Browne (1889) followed. 

B. V, Plmmner 


ii. 82 
i. 806 

i. 791 

i. 809 


R. V. Bucklugh (Duchess) (1705) followed. 

Fsher and Dittons Urban District 
Conncil v. Marhs . . . ii. 87 

R. r. Bull (1903) reversed . . . i. 939 

R. r. Bullivant [1900] reversed, sni mm. 
DuUlmnt v. Att.-Gen. for Victoria 
[1901] i. 1037 

R. V. Canterbury (Archbishop of) (1818) 
discussed. 

B. Archbishop of Oa?de7'hurg' , i. 1097 

R. 'I'. Carson-Roberts ; Fx jgarte Lawrence 

[1908] affirmed . . , ii. 578 


R. V. Chawton (1811) explained. 
Bruner v. Moore , 

R. V, Chorley (1819) approved. 
Hands v. Flower ^ Son 


iii. 822 


i. 1059 


R. V. Christchurch Overseers (1867) con- 
sidered. 

M. V. Powell; Dx parte Williams li. 1239 


R. V, Clark (1866) disapproved. 

B, V. Plummer . . . . 

R, V. Clemens [1898] followed. 

Heaven and Another v. Grutohleg , 

R. v. Cockerton [1901] followed. 

Dyer v. London School Board 

affirmed 


COL. 
i. 809 

i. 832 

i. 1109 
i. 1110 


R, v. Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
(Ohlson’s Case) [1891] discussed. 

The King v. Commissioners of Inland 
Be venue ; Ex parte Silvester . ii. 1205 

R. Gotham [1898] considered. 

Wilson v. Crewe JJ. . . . ii. 108 

R. V. Creese (1871) distinguished. 

B. V. Humphris . ... i. 161 

R. V. Curgerwen (1865) followed. 

B. V. Faidhes . ... i. 803 

R, r. De Banks followed. 

B. Y. Holloway Prison (_Governorof); 

Ex parte George (1897) . i. 825 

R, -y. Denbighshire JJ. (1885) distinguished. 

B. V. Esse.e JJ iii. 237 

R, y. Dennis [1891] discussed. 

Grivell V. Malpas , i. 1336 

R. u. Dodds reversed . . . . ii. 392 

R. u. Dublin Recorder (1885) applied. 

B. V. AnMm JJ, . . . . ii. 399 

R. r. Elvet (1869) followed. 

West Ham Union v. Holbeach Union ii. 1260 

R. V. England (1861) followed. 

Moo7'e, Kettlefold 4’ Co. v. Singer Maim- 
facturing Co i. 1065 

R. V. Eyre (1720) discussed. 

Badisohe Anilin und Soda Eabrih v, 

W. G. Thompson, Ld. . . ii. 1112 

R, r. Eield (1895) followed. 

ShorttY. Robinson. . . . i. 1306 

R. V. Eisher [1903] reversed . . i. 939 

R, V. Elattery (1877) no longer law. 

B. V. O’Shag . . . . i. 813 

R. V, Glamorgan County Council ; Ex parte 

Miller [1899] affirmed . . ii. 592 

R. v, Goodfellow (1880) followed. 

B. V. Marsella . . . . i. 771 

R, V. Great Western Ry. Co. (1869) fol- 

lowed. 

B. Y. Essex JJ, , . . , iii, 237 
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OOL. 

Et V. Gronier overruled, 

Miller V. Grand Trunh Ry. Co. , i. 979 

E. V. Handsley (1875) considered. 

B. V. Izod i. 831 


COh. 

E. Local Government Board [1905] 

affirmed ii. ggs 

0 

E. r. Local Government Board; Ex parte 
Street, reversed . . . . ii. Gil 


E. V, Hankeyand Otkers [1905] followed. 

R.p. Chancellor .... iii. 810 

E. r. Haslekurst (1887) followed. 

B. V. Carwn-Boierts ; Ex parte Law- 
rence ii. 678 

E. V. Henderson and Others (1605) reversed 
suh nom. B. v. Melladew ^ So>is 

iii. 258 

E. r, Hodges (1829) followed. 

Vale and Sons v. Moorgnte Street and 
Broad Street Buildings, Ld. . li. 186 


E. c. London JJ. [1891] followed. 

B. T. Woodhonse . ... i. 851 

[1896] not followed. 

R. V. Worcestershire JJ. . , ii. 397 

E. r. London JJ. ; Ex parte South 
Metropolitan Gas, Co. (1907) 
affirmed ii. 656 

E. V. London and North Western Ey. Co. 

(1874) distinguished. 

London and Earth Western Ry. Co. v. 
Ampthill Union Assessment Com- 
, mittee lii. 218 


E. V. Holloway Prison (Governor of) (1900) 
referred to. 

B. V. Bix i, 1206 

E. c. Hotine [1901] considered, 

B. V. Lord i. 817 

E. ' 0 . Howard (1902) affirmed . . ii. 396 

E r. Hutchins (1881) distinguished. 

Wahejield Corporation v. Coolie . ii. 127 

E. V. Instan [1893] followed. 

B. V, Bittwood . ... i. 831 

E. V. Jones (1877) applied. 

R. V, Broinhead . , . . i. 830 

E. T. Kent JJ. (1899) not followed!' 

R. V. Be Grey .... iii. 238 

[15?0-i] reversed on first point . ii. 70 

E. r. Kingston (1838) followed. 

Cheney v. Tallowin . . . iii, 252 

E. r. Lamer (1880) disapproved, 

B. V. Button i. 818 

E. V. Lillyman [1896] discussed, 

B. v. Oshorne i. 812 

referred to. 

B. V. Merry i. 842 

E. V. Liverpool JJ. (1883) distinguished. 

B. V. London JJ. ; Ex parte Reed . ii. 410 

E. r. Lloyd [1906] affirmed . . . i. 731 

E. v. Local Government Board (1900) 

appeal allowed . . . ii. 1232 


[1899] overruled. 

London and Earth Western Ry. Co. v. 

WalJter .... lii. 181, 182 

E. t*. Maidstone Union (1880) followed. 

SouthwarJi Union v. City of London 
Union . ■ . . . . ii. 1214 

E, c. M’Kenzie [1892] considered. 

Smith V. Moody . ... i. 788 

E. V, Manchester JJ. [1899] approved of. 

' R. V. Sunderland JJ. . , . ii. 380 

E. V. Marylebone County Court Judge and 
the Great Western Ey. Co., Ex 
parte Phillips [1906] affirmed 

iii. 186 

E. V. Middlesex JJ. ; Ex parte Walsall 

Union [1906] affirmed . . ii. 1243 

E. V. Mitchell (1892) followed. 

R, V. Smith i. 776 

E. r. Mohr (1881) overruled. 

Toronto Corporation v. Bell Telephone 

Co. . . , . . . i. 969 

E. V. Mountford [1906] followed. 

In re Limdmi and Earth Western By. 

Co. and Beddaway . , . i. 606 

E. V. New and Wife affirmed . . i. 243 

E. r. Palin reversed , . . . i. 814 

E. V. Parke [1903] followed and extended. 

B. V. Bavies . • , . . . i. 656 

E. V. Penfold (1901) affirmed , . i. 795 

E. r. Phillips (1858) followed. 

B. V. Cohen i. 1269 
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LIST OT CASES AFFIEMED, REVEESBD, ETC. 


OOL. 

E. ’ 1 \ Plymouth (Mayor, &c., ojO [1890] con- 
sidered. 

It. v.jS’orfh Bidlnri of Yovlinhire Coui^ij 
( ' 01 / noil; E.o purte jVorth JHufiteni 
Sett Finlievie.^ BUtrict Committee 

i. 1304 

E. r. Portugal (1 885) followed. 

It. V. ICotia i. 822 

E. r. Eecorder of Dublin (1885) applied. 

It. V. Antrim JJ ii. 399 

E, t. Eeviaing Barrister of Liverpool [1893] 

followed. 

JonoH V. Munro . . . . i. 1161 

E. Ehodes [1899] followed, 

i?,. V, Saunders . ... i. 780 


E. t\ Salisbury (Bishop) [1901] affirmed 



i. 1096 

E. V. Sharman [1898] distinguished. 

R. V. Manchester JJ. 

ii. 381 

E. r. Sheffield JJ. affirmed . 

ii. 388 

E. r Simpson (1725) followed. 

R. V. Sowtor 

i. 1095 

E. c. Simpson (1898) not followed. 

R. V. Eatz ; R. v. Holloway . 

i. 775 

E. V. Smith (1870) followed. 

R. V. Streeter 

i. 829 

E. r. Sowter [1901] reversed , 

i. 1095 

E. V. St. Greorge’s-in-the-East (1870) fol- 
lowed, 

Tetohesbury Unions. Birmingham Union 

ii. 1245 

E. r. St, Marylebone (1850) referred to. 
West Ham Union v. Poplar Union 

ii. 1247 

E. r. Stoddart (1900) affirmed 

ii. 18 

[1901] followed. 

Ilawhe V. Mackenzie (Was. 1 and 2) 

ii. 20 

E. r. Sunderland JJ. (1901) reversed . 

ii. 380 

— - [1901] applied. 

R. V. Tempest and Others 

j 

ii. 381 


E. r. Sussex County Court Judge (1888) 

distinguished. 

Re a Debtor ; Mitjtarte the Debtor i. 145 

E. V. Swindon Local Board (1879) disapproved 
and not followed. 

Millard v. Balhy-own Hexthorjye Urban 
District Council . . . ii. 130 


COL. 

E, r. Thornton ; Dx parte. E, Lacon & Co,, 

Ld. [1897] reversed. 

Lacehy v. Lacon 4’ Co. . . ii. 409 

E. r. Tipton followed. 

Dorhintj Union v. St. SaviouSs Union 

li. 1240 

— - (1842) overruled. 

West Ham Guardians v. Ddmonton 
Guardians . ii. 1243 

discussed. 

West Ham Union v. London County 
Council li, 1240 

E. r. Train (18G2) considered, 

Harccy v. Truro Rural District Council 

ii. 64 

B. i’. Tristram [1901] reversed . . i. 1100 

E. Vange (1842) followed 

We.iiport Unton v. Stead . . iii, 210 

E, V. Wandsworth Inhabitants (1817) dis- 
tinguished. 

R. V. Worth Eastern Ry. Co . . . ii. 97 

E. r. West Eidiug County Council fol- 
lowed. 

Manchester Palace of Varieties, Ld. 

V. Manchester Corporation (1898) 

iii. 821 

E. T. Whiteohurch distinguished. 

Der'hj Corporation v. Derbyshire 
County Council [1897] . . i. 1034 

E. Woodhouse ; Ex parte Eyder [1906] 
reversed. 

Leeds Corporation v. Ryder and Others 

ii. 392 

E. V. Wyatt [1904] followed. 

R. V. Walford . , . i. 821 

E. V. Yorkshire JJ. (1858) followed. 

Imperial and Grand Hotels Co., Ld. v. 
Christ Church Union . . iii. 236 

Eea V. The London Transport Co., Ld. ; 
London Transport Co. n Bessler, 
Waechter & Co. (1907) reversed 

iii. 568 

Bead, In re [1894] distinguished. 

In re Rornain .... iii. 766 

Eead v. Friendly Society of Operative Stone- 
masons of England, Ireland, and 
Wales [1902] decision varied iii. 831 

Eead e. Legard (1851) considered. 

Healing v. Healing and Another ii. 647 
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COL. 

Eeasoa Manufacturing Co., Ld. r. E. E. 

Moy & Co., Ld, (1902) reversed ii, 1102 

Reddaway v. Banliam [1896] followed. 

IF. Reddaway of Co., Ld. v, Ahlerx iii. 930 
F. Iledddwny 4‘ Co., Ld. v. Frictionless 
Fnyuie Paeldng Co., L(l.,and II. Q. 

Small iii, 867 

J. S)' J. Cash, Ld. V. Joseph Cash . iii. 905 
Valentine Meat Juice Co. v. Valentine 
Extract Co., Ld. . . . iii. 906 

distinguished. 

British Vacuum Cleaner Co. v. JVew 
Vacuum Cleaner Co. . . iii. 911 

Cellular Clotkiny Co. v. Maxton and 

Murray iii. 863 

Lerer Brother, s, Ld. v. Bedinyfield iii. 915 

Redfern r. Redfern [1891] not followed. 

FJran,s v. Frans and Blyth . . ii. 211 

Redfern & Son v. Rosenthal Brothers and 

Another (1901) reversed . i, 251 ; 

iii. 772 

Redman, In re; Warton v. Redman [1901] 
overruled. 

In re Qriffin ; Onffin v. Onffin . i. 1350 

Reed, In the goods of (1874) followed. 

In the goods of Callicott . . i. 1214 

Reed v. Taylor (1812) followed. 

Palmer v. Bvnninqhani ManufacUirhnq 
Co il 673 

Reese River Silver Mining Co. r. Smith 

(1869) followed. 

In re Sussex Brick Co., Ld. . . i. 629 

Reeve r. Lisle [1902] affirmed . . ii. 1022 

distinguished. 

Samuel v. Jarrah Timber and Wood 
Pai-ing Corporation, Ld. . . ii. 1025 

Reid, In the goods of (1874) considered. 

In the goods of Jackson . . . i. 1213 

followed. 

In the goods of Chapman . . i. 1212 

Reid r. Righy & Co. [1894] followed, 

Jacobs V. Morris . . . . i. 44 

Reid r. Macbeth and Another (1904) re- 
versed iii. 344 

Reinhardt r. Mentasti (1889) dissented 
from. 

Sanders-Clarli v. Orosvenor Mmisions 

Co ii. 1069 

Attorney-General y. Cole Sy Son . ii. 1059 


COL. 

Reis, In re; Ex parte Clough [1904] 
affirmed sub nom. Clough v, Samuel 
. * atul Others . ... i. 129 

, • 

Remmington t. Scholes [1897] applied. 

Critohell v. London and South Western 
By. Co ii. 1223 

Renals r. Cowlishaw (1879) referred to. 

Haider and Collger's Bi'ewery Co. v. 

Harman . . . , .iii. 362 

Renshaw r. Queen Anne Mansions Co. 

[1897] followed. 

Parry v. Liverpool Malt Co. . . i. 82 

Restell f. Nye (1900) affirmed . . i. 281 

Revel V. Watkinson (1748) referred to. 

Honywood v. Ilonywood . . iii. 502 

Reynish r. Martin (1746) distinguished. 

In re Hmr.se ; Hampton y. Hoarse 

iii. 1187 

Reynolds ■v. Ashby & Son, Ld. [1903] 

I affirmed , . . . . ii. 990 

[1904] distinguished. 

In re Allen cf Sons . . . ii. 1011 

Reynolds t, Bierhert Smith & Co,, Ld, 

(1902) affirmed . . . ii. 1139 

Reynolds v. T. Tilling, Ld,, applied. 

Butterby v. Brogheda Corporation, ii. 1041 

Rhoades, In re; Ex parte TH.oa.iea [1899] 

affirmed i. 1245 

RhodeS'f. Forwood (1876) explained. 

Horthey v. Trerillion . . . i. 20 

Rhonda Urban District Council v. Taff Vale 

Ry. Co. [1908] varied . . ii. 106 

Rhymney Ry. Co. r. Brecon and Merthyr 
Tydfil Junction Ry. Co. (1899), 
reversed . , . i. 666 ; iii. 184 

Rhymney Ry. Co. and Others v. Glamorgan- 
shire Canal Navigation affirmed . iii. 216 

Rice V. Foakes & Co. [1900] affirmed sub 
nom. Hoakes Co. Y. Bioe . . .,ii. 1023 

Richard r. Great Western Ry. Co. reversed 

i. 628 

Richards, Ex parte (1876) followed. 

Wood V. Ea,st Ham Urban Bi.sfrict 
Council . . * . • . iii. 176 

Richards, Be; Humher r. [Richards 

followed. . 

Hophins V. Ilemsivorth [1898] . ii. 1013 
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COL. 


COL. 

Ricliards i\ Kessick (1888) approved. 

Pt'oj)e)‘t{/ JSxGlian//e, Ld. v. Wandsworth 
Board of Worhs . . , ii. 924 

• 

Eicliardson, In re [1900] approved. 

In re Moneij Kyrle ; Money Kyrle v. 
Money Kyrle . . . lii. 485, 610 

distinguished. 

Re Llanover ; Herbert v. Bam. 

Richardson v. Feary (1888) followed. 

Hills V. Archer . . . , ii. 1068 

Richardson «. Richardson [1896], dicta in, 
followed. 

In re Raphael ; Kx parte Salomon iii. 748 

Richardson's Case (1875) distinguished. 

In re Kathmal Banh of Wales, Ld. i. 662 

Richardson’s Trusts, In re (1886) dictum of 
Chatterton, V.-C., dissented from. 

In re Mayhem ; Spencer v. Cuthish iii. 20 

Richardsons and M. Samuel & Co., In re 

[1898] considered. 

The Torlryun .... iii. 571 

Richelieu and Ontario Navigation Co. v. 

The Cape Breton affirmed . i. 965 


Ripley r. Griffiths (1902) approved. 

H. P. Truefitt, Ld. mid Another v. 

C. J. Bdney .... iii. 931 

Ripley v. John Arthur & Co. (1902) affirmed 

iii. 920, 942 

Ripley & Sons’ Trade Mark affirmed . iii. 861 

Ripon City, The [1897] followed. 

The Elmtille i. 249 

Risdon Iron and Locomotive Works r. 

Furness [1905] affirmed i. 497, 634 

Rishton v. Cobb (1839) followed. 

In re Howard ; Taylor v. Howard iii. 1188 

Ritson, In re; Ritson r. Ritson [1898] 
affirmed h 1003 

River Derwent, The (1891) distinguished. 

The John Holloway . . . iii. 676 

River laggan, The (1888) followed. 

The Mystery iii. 721 

River Rihble Joint Committee v. Halliwell 

[1899] affirmed . , . iii. 1035 

River Roden Co., Ld. v. Barking Town Urban 

District Council (1902) affirmed i. 630 


Richmond v. White (1879) followed. 

In re Langley ; Johnson v. Langley i. 1246 

Richmond Hill Steamship Co. v. Trinity 
House Corporation [1896] discussed. 

Cairn Line of 8S., Ld. v. Cm’pora- 
fion of Ti'inity House . , iii. 731 

Riddell and Newcastle and Gateshead 
Water Co., In re (1879) followed. 

In re Gough and The Aspatria, 

Water Board . . . . i. 630 

Rideri Aktiebolaget Nordstjernan v. Sal- 

vesen (1908) varied . . i. 39 

Ridley, In re (1879) not followed. 

In re Game ; Game v. Tenant . ii. 1216 

In re Ferneley’s Trusts . . . iii. 1201 


Roach V. Wadham (180.5) followed. 

John Brothers Alerga/no Brewery Co, v. 
Holmes ii. 1028 

Robbins, In re ; Robbins v. Legge [1906] 

affirmed i. 1239 

Roberts, In re (1885) followed. 

In re Whitmore ; Walters v. Harrison 

iii. 1160 


- distinguished. 
In re Powell ; 


Camjihell v. Campbell 

iii. 1179 


[1900] approved. 

In re Haneocli ; Bx parte Hillearys i. 136 


Roberts v. Gwyrfai Rural District Council 

[1899] affirmed . . . iii. 1044 


[1904] followed. 

In re Benett ; Ward v. Benett 


i. 1246 


Roberts r. Havelock (1832) followed. 
The Tergeste .... 


i. 646 


Ridley x. Sutton (1863) disapproved. 

Bartlett v. Higgins . . . iii. 768 

Ridout r. Fowler [1904] affirmed . iii. 278 

Rigby X. Connol (1880) followed. 

Chamberlain's Wharf Ld. v. Smith iii. 836 
Mullett amd Others v. United French 
Polishers London Society . iii. 846 

Rimell v. Sampayo (1824) commented on. 

Wright V. Glyn , , . , ii. 830 


Roberts and Lovell x. James and Another 

(1902) affirmed . . . ii. 68 

Robertson x, Bristol Corporation [1900] 
explained. 

Stretford Urban District Council v. 
Manchester, etc., Ry. Co. . ii. 136 

Robertson x. Harris [1900] not followed. 

Elliot V. Pilcher . . . . i. 1327 

Robey x. Arnold (1898) varied . . i. 685 
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Eohins v. Goddard [1904] reversed 

aoh. 

. i. 284 

Eobinson, In re [1891] followed. 

In re Fullerton's Will . 

. iii. 603 

Eobinson v. Bland (1760) followed. 
MouUs V. Oioen 

. i. 633 


Eobinson v. Canadian Pacific Ey. Co. [1892] 
followed. 

Miller v. The Grand Tnmh Ity. Co, of 
Canada i. 979 

Eobinson r. local Board of Barton- Eceles 

(1883) applied. 

Attorne.li- General v. B, afford S: Co., Ld. 

ii. 119 

Eobinson r. Page (1826) followed. 

Vezey v. BuMelgh . . . i. 698 

Eobinson r. W. H. Smith & Son (1901) 

affirmed . . . . ii. 822, 1041 

Eobinson & Co. r. Hener [1898] reversed 

iii. 833 

Eobinson Gold Mining Co. and Others r. 
Alliance Insurance Co. [1902] 
affirmed ii. 360 

Eobson, In re (1890) followed. 

Bx parte Connolly to Sheridan a'nd 
Btmell iii. 766 

Eobson V. Biggar [1907] affirmed . i. 1053 

Eobson v. Smith [1895] distinguished. 

Morton v. Yates . ... i. 407 

Eochdale Union and Haslingden Union, In 

re [1898] affirmed . . . ii. 579 

[1890] overruled. 

In re Caterliani Xlrhan District Connoil 
and Godstone Rural District Counoil 

ii. 681 

Eoche V. Eoche [1905] not followed. 

Hunter v, Hunter . , . . ii. 197 

Eoddam v. Morley (1867) applied. 

In re Lacey ; Howard v. Lightfoot ii. 669 

Eogers, In re (1891) followed. 

In re Druolter {No. 1) ; Bx parte 
Dasden i. 195 

Eogers v. Goodenough (1862) followed. 

In the goods of Beade . . . iii. 1093 

Eogers r. Hosegood (1899) affirmed . iii. 361 

[1900] considered. 

Ilford Parli Bstates, Ld. v. Jacols iii. 404 

Eollason’s Design [1898] affirmed . iii. 89 

Eoper, Be ; Eoper r. Doncaster, distin- 
guished. 

Be Hughes; Brandon v. Hughes [1898] 

■ ii. 219 


OOL. 

Eose, In re ; Hasluck v. Eose [1904] varied 

by consent .... iii. 22 

Eose€. Eose (1883) distinguished. 

Dowling v. Dowling , . . ii. 165 

Eose V. "Watson (1864) followed, 

Whitbread 4’ Co., Ld. v. Watt . iii. 380 

Eosenburg r. N"orthumberland Building 
Society (1889) applied. 

Butler V. Springmount Co-operative 
Dairy Society . . . i, 1352 

Eosenthal v. Eeynolds (1892) distinguished. 

Bayer v. Baird (1898) . . . iii. 892 

Eoss V. Beaudry and Others reversed , i. 975 

Eossi V. Edinburgh Magistrates (1903) 

revei-sed ii. 590 

Eouth r. Webster (1847) applied. 

Walter v. Ashton .... iii. 930 

Eoutledge & Sons,Ld., In re [1904] applied. 

In re Tasker 4‘ Sons; Hoare v. The 
Company . . . . i. 403 

Eoux r. Salvador (1836) distinguished. 

Cunningham v. Maritime Insurance Co. 

ii. 369 

Eowe, Be; Pike r. Hamlyn [1888] reversed 

iii. 1108 

Eowe, In re; JSx parte Derenburg & Co. 

affirmed i. 186 

Eowell r. Eowell [1900] distinguished. 

Bdwards v. Edwards . , . ii. 192 

[1903] reversed . . . . ii. 168 

Eowland r. Oakley (1850) followed. 

Timothy v. Crown . . . iii. 61 

Eowlls r. Bebb [1900] followed. 

Hire Woods; Gabellini Woods ii, 1219 

Eowson V. Atlantic Transport Co, [1903] 

affirmed iii. 610 

Eoyal College of Music v, Westminster 

Vestry [1898] affirmed . iii. 264 

applied and followed. 

Hornsey School of Art v. Edmonton 
Uiiion Assessment Committee and 
Others iii. 265 

Eoyal College of Surgeons, In re [1899] 

affirmed ii. 247 

Eoyal Exchange Assurance Corporation v. 
Sjoforsakrings Antiebolaget Vega 

[1901] affirmed . . . ii. 366 

Eoyse r. BMey (1869) discussed. 

O' Carroll v. Hastinys . . . ii. 604 
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COL. 

Ruabon fiteamsbip Co. r. London Assurance 

[1898] reversed . . . ii. 338 

— — [1900] applied. ^ 

The Aocmthua .... iii. 680 

Ruben and Another r. Great Fingall Con- 
solidated, Ld. [1904] affirmed i, 512 

Ruddick c, Liverpool JJ. (1876) followed. 

Tliu'iis T. Conway JJ, . . . ii. 398 

Ruffles V. Alston (1876) followed. 

InrcSparh; Sparli y. 3Tasscy . ii. 168 

Rumball r. Metropolitan Bank (1877) not 
followed. 

Bechutiiudand Explonatioyi Co., Ld. v. 
London Tvadbuj Banh, Ld. . i. 262 

followed. 

^Yel'b, Hale <,[• Co. v. Ale.viiridm Waters 
Co., Ld i. 261 

Rnncimau & Co. r. Smyth & Co. overruled. 
Temperley Steam Shippvny Co. y. Smyth 
4‘ Co iii. 696 

Rushmer r. Polsue and Alfieri, Ld. [1906] 

affirmed ii. 1067 

Russel V. Buchanan (1836) distinguished, 

Ln re Wriyhtson; Battle- Wrightson v. 
Thomas iii. 1199 

Russell, In re [1895] applied. 

In re Game; GumeY. Tenant . ii. 1216 
Russell Briant (1849) followed. 

Kelli/s Bireetorles, Ld, v. Garin and 
Lloyds' i. 711 

Bussell (Hamilton) r. Inland Revenue Com- 
missioners [1901] affirmed . iii. 317 

Russell V. Jackson (1862) referred to. 

In re Stead; Witham y . Andrew iii. 1140 

Russell V. Ledsam (1845) followed. 

Goldsmiths' Co. v. West hletropolltun 
By. Co i. 698 

Russell r. Smith (1848) followed, 

Bdwardes y. Cotton , , . i, 726 

Russell, Cordner & Co., In re [1891] dis- 
tinguished. 

In VC B. Bishop 4' Sons, Ld. . . i. 682 

Russian Spratt’s, Ld.; Johnson v. Russian 

Spratt’s, Ld. [1898] affirmed i. 382 

Ruthergleu Parish Council v, Glasgow 

Parish Council (1901) reversed ii, 1243 

S. 

Saccharin Corporation, Ld. v. Anglo-Con- 
tinental Chemical Works, Ld, 

(1900) followed. 

Saccharin Corporation, Ld.Y.Beltmeyer 
S’ Co ii. 1203 


COL. 

Saccharin Corporation, Ld. r, Chemicals and 
Drugs Co. (1899) followed. 

Saccharin Corporation, Ld. v. Anglo- 
Coydtnental Chemical Works, Ld. 

ii. 1116 

Saccharin Corporation, Ld. r. Dawson [1903] 
distinguished. 

Saccharin Corporation, Ld.Y. Wild li. 1184 

Saccharin Corporation, Ld. r. Quincey [1900] 
distinguished. 

Saooharln Corporation, Ld.Y. Wild ii. 1184 

Saccharin Corporation r, Reitmeyer & Co. 

[1900] followed and approved. 

Budlsche Anllin-und-Soda Fahrlh v, 
Hiclmn ii. 1203 

Sacker, In re (1888) discussed and explained. 
InrehluGonn . . . , i. 167 

Sadagopa Chariar Krishnamoorthy Rao 

affirmed . . . . i. 1021 

Sadler r. Great Western By. Co. [1896] 
distinguished. 

Bulloch Y . London Genemil Omnibus Co., 

Ld iii. 118 

Walters v. Green , . . iii, 46 

Saffery v. Mayer (1900) reversed . . ii. 9 

St. Catherine’s Milling Co, R, (1888) 
followed. 

Ontario 3Iining Co,, Ld. and Others v. 
Seyhold and Others . . i. 960 

St. Giles’ and St. George’s Volunteer Corps, 

Be (1858) followed, 

Be Shum ; Prlohard v. Biohardson i. 325 

St. Helen’s Corporation v. Kirkham (1885) 
followed, 

Broadhent v. Shepherd . , . iii. 162 

St. Helen’s District Tramway Co, r. Wood 

(1891) foUowed. 

Helton S' Co. v. MSweeney . . ii. 590 

St. John’s College, Cambridge v, Pierrepont 

(1891) overruled. 

Keates v. Woodward . . . i. 760 

St. Luke’s Vestry r. Lewis (1862) approved. 
Nicholl V. Epping Urban District 

Council iii. 167 

St. Olave’s Union v. Canterbury Union 

[1897] followed. 

3Iaidstone Union v. JYewarJt Union ii. 1247 

Salaman r, Warner [1891] not followed. 

Bozson Y, Altrincham U-rban District 
Council ..... iii. -94 

Sale Hotel and Botanical Gardens, Be the; 

A'a? Hesketh, reversed . i. 461 
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001 /. 

Salisbury (Marquess of) aud Loudon and 
North Western Ey. Co., In re 

[1892] applied. 

Lord Leoonfield v. London and North 

Western Ry. Co. , . . i. 600 

Salisbury (Marquis) v. Great Northern Ey. 

Co. (1858) followed. 

Mellislmn Urhan Bistriot Counoil v. 

Gay ii. 106 

Salmon, In re (1889) followed. 

In re Lahe ; Rx jyarte Howe Trustees 

i. 178 

Salomons v. Pender (1865) followed. 

Andrews v. Ramsay 4' Co. . . i. 36 

Salomon ~r. Salomon & Co. [1897] distin- 
guished. 

In re III rth ; Rx parte Trustee . i. 126 
Lagunas Nitrate Co. v. Lagunas 
Syndicate . ... i. 462 

Salt, In re [1895] followed. 

In re Roberts ; Roberts v. Roberts i. 1234 

[1896] discussed. 

In re S. S. R ii. 642 

Salter r. Cavanagh (1838) distinguished. 

In re Lacy ; Royal General Theatrical 
Fund Association v. Rydd . i. 1254 

Salton V. New Beeston Cycle Co. [1899] 
approved. 

Inman v. Aehroyd and Best, Ld. . i. 434 

Sampson, In re [1896] followed. 

In re Greenwood; Sutcliffe v. Gledliill 

iii. 1181 

Buriun v. Rurran • . • iii< 1180 

Sampson v. Hoddinott (1858) discussed. 

Sharp v. Wilson .... iii. 1046 

Samuel v, Jarrah Timber and Wood Paving 
Corporation, Ld. 

[1903] affirmed . . . . ii. 1026 

Samuel Bros., Ld. x. Whetherly (1908) 

affirmed . , . . - . iii. 822 

Sanderson v. Blyth Theatre Co. [1903] 
applied. 

Bulloch V. London General Omnibus Co., 

Ld iii. 118 

Sanderson r. Collins (1903) reversed . i. 96 

Sanderson r. Mayor, etc., of Berwick-upon- 
, Tweed considered, 

Manchester, Sheffield and Lincolnshire 
Ry Co. V. Anderson [1898] , ii. 490 
B.D. — VOX/ IV. 


COL. 

Sandwich (Earl of) v. Great Northern Ey. Co. 
overruled. 

OMcCartney v. Loiidonderry ayid 
Lough Stoilly By. Co., Ld. iii. 1041 

Saner v. Bilton considered. 

Atlas Medal Co. v. Miller [1898] . iii, 108 

San Paulo (Brazilian) Ey. Co. v. Carter 
[1896] followed, 

Apthorpe v, Peter Schoenhofen Brewing 


Co., Ld 

ii. 254 

Sans Pareil, H.M.S. (1900) affirmed 

iii. 674 

Santley v. Wilde [1899] reversed 

ii._1023 

commented on. 

Bradley a 7id Another Y. Carritt - 
Naa,he.s 4' Co., Ld. v. Rice 

ii. 1025 
ii. 1024 

Sastry Velaider Aronegary v. Semheoutty 
Vaigalie (1881) applied. 

In re Skegohard, George and Tliyer ii. 142 


Saumarez v. Saumarez (1839) followed. 

Kirhy-Smith v. Parnell . , iii. 1122 

Sannhy r. London Waterworks Commis- 
sioners reversed , . . . i. 985 

Saunders, In re [1898] applied. 

In re Chisholm ; Goddards. Brodio iii. 26 

Saunders r. Newhold [1906] affirmed, sub 
' non. Samuel and Another v. New- 
bold ii. 980 

Saunders v. Shafto reversed . . . iii. 24 

Saunders v. White [1901] affirmed . i. 275 

Savill Brothers, Ld. v. Langman affiimed i, 692 

Savoy Overseers r. Art Union of London 
[1896] followed. 

Hornseg School of Art v, RdinonIo)i 
Union Assessment Committee . iii. 266 


Saxhy’s Patent (1870) followed. 

In re Clarh's Patent . . . ii. 1158 

Henderson’s Patent . . . ii. 1169 

Saxon Ship Co., Ld. x. Union Steamship Co., 

Ld. (1899) reversed . . iii. 625 

Scadding x. Eyles (1846) applied. 

'lurner v. Willis .... iii. 750 

Scarborough and Wife r. Gosgrove [1905] 

reversed . . . ii. 294 

Scarsdale, The [1906] affirmed . . iii. 666 
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OOL. 

Sclieuker, Walford & Co. v. Nederlanscke 
Bank en Orediet Vereeuiging Voor 
Zuid Afrika (1898) affirmed id. 607 

Scknadhorst, In re ; Sandkuhl r. Scknad- 

horst [1901] affirmed . . iii. 1162 

Schneider r. ITorris (ISld) distinguished. 

HiLGltleshij Y. IlooJi . . . iii. 387 

Scholefleld, 7’e ; Seholefield r. St. John; 

In re Young; Smith v. St. John 

[1905] (on appeal) compromised i. 651 

Scholfleld V. Londeshorough [1896] applied. 

The Colonial lianli of Australada, L<L. 

V. Marshall and Another , i, 110 

Scholfield r. Spooner (1881) distinguished. 

In TO Doweling; Gregory v. Doioding 

iii. 471 

Sch-werdtfeger, In the Goods of (1876) 
followed. 

In the Goods of Dolton , . . i. 1208 

Scoble V. Secretary of State in Council for 

India reversed , . . ii. 242 


■ [1903] examined and followed. 

Dast Indian Rg. Co. v. Seoretarij of 


State for I/idia 

. . ii. 243 

Scott, In re [1900] affirmed 

i. 392 

[1902] disapproved. 

I/i re Bowlhy 

. iii. 1210 

Scott '4'. Avery (1865) followed. 

Sj/u/rier v. La Cloche . 

i. 635 


Scott r. Bentley (1865) approved. 

DuUshelni v, London and Westniinster 
Bank ii. 652 


Scott V. Brown [1906] affirmed . ii. 78, 486 

Scott i\ Brownrigg (1883) not followed. 

Re Kenny ; Clode v. Andrews . i. 354 

Scott V. Carritt (1899) affirmed , . ii. 862 

Scott V. Coulson [1903] affirmed . . ii. 971 

Scott V. Glasgow (Magistrates of) (1899) 

affirmed ii. 676 

Scott V. Morley (1887) judgment referred to. 

In re Handford S' Co. . . . i. 128 

Scott Pape (1886) followed. 

Andrews v. Waite . ... i. 1073 

Scott’s Patent, Di re [19(i2] reversed 

ii. 1097, IlOO 

Scottish Mortgage Co. of New Mexico v. 
Inland Eevenue (1886) distin- 
• guished. 

Sta7idard Life Asswanoe Co. v. Allan 

1. 257 


OOL. 

Scottish Petroleum Co., In re (1883) fol- 
lowed. 

In re Bank of Syria; Owen and Ash- 
woi’tk'.s Claim . , , i. 433 

Scottish Provident Association v. Allan 

[1901] affirmed . . . ii. 248 

Sculooates Union r. Hull Dock Co. [1896] 
applied. 

London a /id India Docks v. Foj/litr 
U/iion ..... iii. 241 

Scully r. Murn (1893) overruled. 

Falk/iei's Gold Mbiing Co., Ld. v. 
MeKi/inei'y . ... i. 931 

Sea Insurance Co. r. Blogg [1898] affirmed 

ii. 332 

Sea Steamship Co., r. Price, Walker & Co. 

[1903] followed. 

Rop/ier S' Co, v. Stoate, Iloscgood S' Go. 

iii. 635 

Seaman v. Burley [1896] distinguished. 

Hampton Tlz-hmi District Couno'il v. 
Southwark a/id Va/iHiall Water Co. 

lii. 221 

Sear r. House Property and Investment 
Society (1880) followed. 

Goodwin v. Satu/dey . . . ii. 610 

Searle, In re; Searle v. Baker [1900] 
followed. 

In I’e Lo)‘d Da/'/iley ; Clifton v. Dar/dey 

iii. 606 

Searle v. lund affirmed . . . iii. 606 

Seath & Co. v. Moore (1886) followed. 

Reid Y. Maoleth a)ul G/my . . iii. 344 

Seaton v, Bumand [1899] reversed . li. 308 

Seaton i\ Heath [1899] reversed . . ii. 306 

Seaward v. Paterson [1897] approved. 

I/wa ndeseeoit Gas Light Co. v. Tho/zias 

Since a/xd Since S' Go. . . ii. 1194 

Secretary of State for India in Council r. 
Kamachee Baye Sahaba (1869) 
followed. 

Cook Y. Sp/'igg . . . . i. 946 

Sala/nan y. Seci'etary of State for 
India , iii. 145 

Secretary for War ■y. Booth [1901] approved. 

In re Madde/i's Estate . . . i. 846 

Seed r. Bradley [1894] followed. 

Coates Y. Moo7‘c . ... i. 263 

Selby r. Austen (1797) followed and ex- 
tended. 

Dire Selous; Thompson y. Selous iii. 275 



LIST OF CASES AFFIRMED, REVERSED, BTC. 


llo 


COL. 

Sellers v. Matlock Bath Local Board 

(1885) followed. 

Leijman v. Ilesde Urban Uidriot 

Council iii. 109 

Parish V. City of London Corporation 

ii. 909 

Selwood V. Mildmay (1 755) followed. 

Pindlater v. Lowe .... iii. 1108 

Semet and Solway’s Patent [1895] approved. 
Henderson's Pateivb . . . ii. 1169 

Serle, In re [1898] distinguished. 

Pannell v. City of London Brewery Co. 

ii. 4:9-l 

Seroka r. Kattenhurg (1886) followed. 


Barle v. Xiny^oote . . . li, 168 

Seymour r. Vernon, followed. 

Gausseny. Whatman (\'dQ5) . . iii. 511 

Shamxock Steamship Co., Ld. r. Storey 

affirmed , . . . .iii. 027 

Sharman r. Mason [1899] explained. 

In re Watson Jj' Co.; Ex parte Athn 
Brothers. . . . . i. 211 

Sharp r. Jackson [1899] dictum questioned. 
InreLahe; Ex parte Dyer . . i. 159 

Shaw, In re (1901) followed. 

In re Goldbery . . . . i. 221 


[1894] treated as overruled by statute. 

In re Viohevstajf ; Vioherstaf v. 

Chadwich . . . . i. 1210 

Shaw, In re ; Ex yarte GSl and Sutcliffe 

(1900) reversed . . . i. 168 

Shaw V. Port Philip and Colonial Gold 
Mining Co. (1884) doubted. 

Muben and Another v. Great Fingnll 


Consolidated, Ld. . 

. i. 512 

Shears v. Goddard [1896] followed. 


Bulloch V. Arden and Others 

. i. 195 

distinguished. 


Sharp, Be; Ex parte Gundry and 

Johnston . . • • 

1. 127 

In re Julies ; E,v parte 

Official 

Beoeiver .... 

. i. 158 


Sheffield, Exparie; In re Austin (1879) 
explained. 

Bird V. Philpott . . . . i. 216 

Sheffield Corporation v. Barclay [1903] 

reversed b ^27 

[1905] followed. 

Banli of England v. Cutler . . i. 528 

Sheldon, In re (1888) followed. 

In re Wilson ; Afoore v. Wilson . iii. 1016 


COD. 

Shelter r. City of London Electric Lighting 
Co. [1893] followed. 

mpy V. Halifax Corporation , i. 867 

applied. 

Jorde.'^on v. Sutton, Soufheoates and 
Brypool Gas Co. . . . ii. 29 

Shelley’s Case, rule iu, applied. 

In re Keane's Estate , . . iii. 1207 

In re Yonmans' Will . . iii. 1206 

Sheo Shankar Lai and Another r. Behi 

Sahai, reversed . . . i. 1009 

Shepheard r. Bray [1906] reversed by con- 
sent i. 467 

Sheppard n. Scinde, Punjauh and Delhi 
Ey. Co. 

Be Brificld Gas Light Co. [1S98] i. 5.56 

Shirreff's Case (1873) distinguished. 

ALidland Counties Bistrict Banh, Ld. 
v. Attwood . ... i. 552 

Shoe Machinery Co., Ld. r. Cntlan [1896] 
followed. 

WehharJi Incandescent Gas Light €<>., 

Ld. V. Bowie and London and 
Suburban Maintcmnce Co. . ii. 1179 

Shoolhred v. Eoberts [1899] varied . i. 214 

Shoosmith, In the goods of [1894] distin- 
guished. 

i In the goods of CuUicott . . i. 1214 

Shoreditch Corporation ■/■. Bull affirmed 

ii. 616, 1044 

Shorthouse v. Shorthouse [1898] affirmed 

I ii. 172 

(1898) distinguished. 

Smith V. Smith (Al). 2) , . . ii. 173 

Shrapnel r. Laing considered. 

Atlas Aletal Co. v. Hiller [1898] . lii. 108 

Shnbrook r. Tufnell (1882) followed. 

Bozsan v. Altrincham Urban Bistrict _ 

Council iii. 94 

Shuttleworth v. Le Fleming (1866) fol- 
lowed. 

Bumsgate Corporation v. Bebling and 

Others i* 1968 

Shuttleworth Murray [1901] affirmed, 
sub nom. Law Union and Crown 
Insurance Co. v. Hill . • hi. 1197 

Sihery r. Connelly affirmed . . • in- 660 

Sibley r. Perry (1802) referred to. 

InreBivlis; Kenyon v. Birlis , hi. 1117 

Sidehottom, In re [1902] applied. 

In re Byland ; Boper v. Byland . i. 351 

% — 2 
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LIST OP OASES APPIEMED, BEVEESEL. ETO. 


COL. 

Sidebottom, In re; Beeley t\ Waterhouse 

[l!)01] reversed . , . i. 362 

Sidwell v. Mason (1867) followed. ^ 

WJutoomhe y . Steere . . ii. 551 

Silles r. Pulham Borough Council [1903] 
discussed. 

Heaver and, Others v. Fulham, Carjwra- 
tiofi ii. 885 

Simm V. Anglo-American Telegraph Co. 

(1879) distinguished, 

FLvon V. Kennawinj Co, . . i. 610 

Simmons «. White [1899] followed. 

Davies y. Maine Colliery Co.. . ii. 781 

discussed, 

Maine CulUerij Co. y. Davies . . ii. 720 

Simms v. Registrar of Probates [1900] fol- 
lowed. 

Payne v. Eex . . . . i. 944 

Simonin v. Mallac (1860) followed. 

Hay V. Northcote . . , . ii. 144 

Simper v. Foley (1862) discussed. 

Hyman v. Van den Beryh . . i. 1072 

SimpMn y. Birmingham JJ. (1872) fol- 
lowed. 

B, y, London JJ. ; Eie jMrte Reed,, ii. 410 

Simpson v. Attorney- General at the relation 
of the County Council of Hunting- 
donshire and Others [1901] reversed 

iii. 1040 

Simpson r. Ebbw Vale Steel, Iron and Coal 
Co. [1906] applied. 

Bagnall y, Levinstein, Ld. . . ii. 813 

Simpson, In re; Simpson v. Simpson [1904] 

reversed iii. 471 

Simpson y. Teignmouth and Shaldon Bridge 

Co. [1903] affirmed . , ii. 103 

Singer Manufacturing Co. v, London and 
South Western By. Co, [1894] 
applied. 

Keene v, Thomas . , , . i. 95 

Singleton v. Ellison [1896] considered. , 

Durose y. Wilson , . . . i. 812 

Sion College v. City of London [1901] dis- 
tinguished, 

Jjondon Corporation y. Ketherland.s 
Steamifoat Co,. . . iii. 231 

affirmed ii. 908 

Sirdar Eubber Co. v. Wellington, Weston & 

Co. [1906] affirmed on other 
grounds , . , . . ii. 1128 


COL. 

Sitson V. Ship Barcraig Co. [1896] distin- 
guished. 

Ward 4’ Co., Ld. y. Weir <-5' Co. . iii. 681 
Skeat’s Settlement, In re (1889) explained. 


Montejiore v. Ouedalla , 

. iii. 988 

Skene v. Cook [1901] affirmed 

ii. 523, 658 

Skinner r. Hunt reversed 

. i. 1048 

Skinner v, Northallerton County 
Judge [1898] affirmed . 

Court 
i. 146, 732 


Skinner r. Skinner (1888) distinguished. 

Woolnoth y. Woolnoth . . , ii. 184 


Skrymsher v. Northcote (1818) doubted. 

In re Parlier ; Stephenson v. Parher 

iii. 1164 

Skull V. Glenister (1864) approved. 

Harris y. Flower 4' Son , , i. 1061 

Slater, In re ; Slater v. Slater [1906] 

affirmed iii. 1143 

Slater’s Trusts, In re (1879) overruled. 

In re Lloyd ; Lloyd v. Lloyd . ii. 567 

Sleviu, In re; Slevin r. Hepburn [1891] 
followed. 

In re Soley; Grover v. Drapers’ Com- 
pany i. 346 

Smailes & Son ?■. Hans Dessen & Co. varied 

iii. 634 

Small V. United Kingdom Mutual Insurance 

Co. [1897] affirmed . . ii. 349 

Smelting Company of Australia, Ld. v. 
Inland Bevenue Commissioners 

[1897] commented on. 

Inland Revenue Commissioners y. Muller 
4' Co.’s Margarine, Ld. . . iii. 297 

followed. 

DamMan Sugar Factories, Ld. v. Inland 
Bevenue Commmioners . . iii. 296 

Smith, In re (1888) discussed. 

In re Morgan ; Smithy, May . ii. 1067 

Smith r. Baker [1891] discussed. 

Williams y. Birmingham Battery and 
Metal Co. . ... ii. 822 

Smith y. Barnham considered. 

High Wycombe Corporation v, Thames 
Conservators (] 898) 

Smith V, Butcher (1878) followed. 

In re Bishop and Riohar'dson’s Contract 

iii. 416 

Smith V. Callander (1900) affirmed . i. 66 
[1901] followed. 

Meai's y. Callender , . . i. 65 
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COL. 

Smitli r. Chorley Rural District Council 

[1897] followed. 

Reg. V. Eimtlourne Cot'iwrntlon . ii. 61S 

Smith. V. Davis (1884) followed. 

Horton v. Rosson . . . . ii. 1009 

Smith r. Day (1837) followed. 

Leiois V. Balter and Others . ' . ii. 453 

Smith r. Hancock [1894] applied. 

Oo^lilr Biamoiul Co. v. ^Yood . iii. 836 

Smith r. Hill (1878) followed. 

In re Stucdey ; Stucley v. Kelieioieh ii. 646 

Smith r, Hughes (1871) applied. 

Hiring and Tjimson'^.'Hanhury 4' Co. i. 698 

followed. 

Gill Y. McDowell .... iii. 339 

Smith V. Humble (1854) followed. 

Mamjield v. Relf ii. 466 

Smith r. Kerr [1900] affirmed . . i. 322 

Smith V. Kynnersley and Others (1902) 

affirmed ii. 103 

Smith r. Law Guarantee and Trust Society, 

Ld. [1904] affirmed . . i. 391 

Smith r. Leigh Union Assessment Committee 

affirmed iii. 237 

Smith r. Morgan (1880) disapproved. 


Whitaker, In re; Whitaker v. Palmer 


Smith V. Patrick (1900) affirmed . 

i. 1230 

iii. 990 

Smith r. Portsmouth [1906] reversed . 

ii. 387 

Smith r. Richmond [1898] affirmed 

i, 66 

Smith V, Smith (1860) not followed. 

In re Smith ; Smith v. Smith. 

i. 1242 

[1897] followed, 

Hailes v. Hailes .... 
Watson V. Watson .... 

ii. 192 
ii. 205 

[1905] not followed. 

Dodd V. Dodd .... 

ii. 2.32 


Smith, In re; Smith r. Lewis [1902] distin- 
guished. 

In re Anson ; Lovelace v. Anson . iii. 1013 

Smith V. Smith and Falk (1882) overruled. 

Blackett V. Blackett . , . ii. 178 

Smith V. Standard Steam Fishing Co. fol- 
lowed. 

Burden v, Gregson 4' Co. (1906) . ii. 810 


COL. 

Smith V. Stuart followed. 

Re Hewlanil Bush v. Summers (1904) 

' lii. 85 

Smith Webster (1876) discussed. 

John Griffiths Cycle Corporation, Ld. 

V. Ilumher 4' Co., Ld. . . i. 699 

Smith V. Wheatcroft followed. 

Nash V. Di,v iii. 384 

Smith r. Williams (1892) doubted. 

Armstrong v. Mitchell . . , i. 61 

Smith’s Settlement, In re ; Wilkins r. 
Smith [1903] approved. 

In re Brydone's Settlement ; Cohh v. 
Blackhurne .... iii. 477 

Smithies v. Bridge [1902] distinguished and 
explained. 

Wolfenden v. MHulloch . . i. 1314 

Smokeless Powder Co.’s Trade Mark, In re 
[1892] followed. 

In re Cleimut et Cie's Trade hdark iii. 862 
distinguished. 

In re Faulder's Trade Mark . . iii. 888 

Smout V. Ilbery (1842) applied. 

Salton V. Neio Beeston Cycle Co. . iii. 740 

proposition is negatived by Oollen v. 

Weight (1867). 

Halbot V. Lens .... i. 23 

Smurthwaite r. Hannay [1894] followed. 

Peddle v. Kyle . . . . ii. 629 

Smyth V. Stretton (1904) distinguished. 

Walker v. Reith . . . . ii. 261 

Snark, The [1899] affirmed . . .iii. 671 

Snyder, Re (1891) not followed. 

In re Drucker (^No, 1), Ex px^rtc Basden 

i. 195 

Soar V. Ashwell [1893] followed. 

North American Land and Timher Co. 
v. Watkins . , . . ii. 673 

discussed. 

In re Dixon ; Ileynes Y, Dixon . li. 167 

Soci^t^ G^n^rale de Paris r. Walker (1886) 
followal. 

Ireland v. Hurt . ... i. 531 

Society of Accountants in Edinburgh v. Cor- 
poration of Accountants, Ld. (1893) 
followed. 

Society of Accountants and Auditors v. 
Goodway and London Association of 
Accouniunts, Ld. . . , iii. 875 
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LIST OF OASES AFFIRMED, REVERSED, ETC. 


COL. 

Solicitor, In re A (1900) reversed . iii. 742 

(1899) overruled. ^ 

Th re Solicitor .... iii. 742 

Solicitor - General r. Law Eeversionary 
Interest Society (1873) followed. 

Dulie of Xorthumberlaiul v. Attorneij- 

Oenc.ral i. 912 

Solicitor- General v. Mere Tini not followed. 

Co. V. Here Boihi and Others i. 994 

Solomons, In re ; E-v luirte Solomons [1904] 

affirmed i. 231 

Somes r. Currie distinguished. 

Ee Driffield Ga.^ and Liqlit Co. [1898] 

i. 555 

Sottomaior, In re (1874) followed. 

la re DurMdijc . . . . ii. 660 

Soutar’s Policy Trust, In re (1884) not 

followed. 

In re ICnyjier's Policy Trusts . ii. 151 

South, In re (1874) applied, 

Johns V, Piuh . . . . ii. 459 

South 13, Bloxam (I860) considered. 

Dixon V. Steel . . . . ii. 1033 

South African Breweries, Id. v. King [1899] 

affirmed i. 635 

South African Territories Co. r. Wallington 

[1898] affirmed . . . iii. 781 

South Eastern Ry. Co. r, Dorking (1854) 
applied. 

Great Central By. Co, v. Banhnry 
Union ..... iii. 248 

South Hetton Coal Co., Id. i\ Haswell, 
Shotton and Easington Coal and 
Coke Co., Ld. [1898] affirmed . i. 688; 

iii. 339 

South Wales Miners’ Eederation and Others 
i\ Glamorgan Coal Co., Ld. and 
Others [1903] affirmed . . iii. 850 

Southampton Tramways Co. and the South- 
ampton Corporation, In re an Arbi- 
tration between, affirmed . iii. 963 

Southend-on-Sea Corporation v. White (1900) 
distinguislied. 

Bootle OeerseorsY, Liverpool Warehous- 
ing Co. ; Bootle. Overseers v. J. 4' T. 
Webster iii. 261 

Southwark Union v. City of London Union 

affirmed . . . . . li. 1244 

Southwark and Vauxhall Water Co. r. 
Hampton Urban Council [1899] 
affirmeil . . . . . ii. 1244 


COL. 

Southwark and Vauxhall Water Co, v. 

Wandsworth District Board of 
Works, reversed . . . ii. 938 

Spaight V. Farnworth (1880) approved. 

Mediterranean and Weio Yorh Steam- 
ship Co. V. Maehay . . . iii. 619 

Spanish Telegraph Co., Ld, r. Shepherd 

(1884) followed. 

Bourn and Tant v. Salmon and Glueh- 
stein, Ld ii. 466 

Spargo’s Case (1873) approved. 

North, Sydney Investment and Tramway 

Co. V. liigyins . . . . i. 924 

Spedding r, Spedding and Smith (1862) fol- 
lowed. 

Pegler v. Bcgler and Bussell . . ii. 206 

Spencer’s Settled Estates, In re [1903] dis- 
tinguished. 

In re Spearmans Settled Estates . iii. 450 

Spencer’s Trade Marks (1886) followed. 

In re A. and A. Crompton 4’ Cols Trade 
Marh in. 883 

Speyer Bros, r. Inland Revenue Commis- 
sioners [1906] reversed . . iii. 311 

Spickernell r. Hotham (1854) followed. 

In Dixon ; Ueynes v. Dixon . . ii. 157 

Spiller r. Maude (1881) approved. 

In re Lucy ; Boyal General Theatrical 
Fund Society v. Kydd . . i. 321 

Spokes r. Grosvenor Hotel Co. [1897] ap- 
proved and followed. 

National Association of Operative Plas- 
terers and Others v. Smithies i. 1032 

Spooner r. Browning [1898] affirmed . i. 25 

Spree, The [1893] reasons in adhered to. 

I'hc Minneapolis .... iii. 093 

Springett v. Jennings (1871) explained. 

Mason V. Ogden . . . .iii. 1167 

Spurgin r. White (1860) followed. 

Collison V. Warren . . . ii. 290 

Stacey v. Hill (1900) affirmed . , i. 131 

Stafford’s (Lord) Will, In re [1904] followed. 

In re Coull's Settled Estates . , iii. 450 

Stagg V. Medway (Upper) Navigation Co. 

[1903] followed. 

Peeve v. Medway {Upper) Navigation 

Co i. 376 

Stamford (Earl), In re; Hall v, Lambert 

affirmed lii. 1112 

Stamford’s (Lord) Settled Estates, In re 
(1889) distinguished. 

In rd Partington ; Beigh v. Kano . iii. 436 
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COL. 

Standard Bank of South Africa r. Heyden- 

rych affirmed , . . . i, 176 

Stange & Co. r. Lowitz (1898) followed. 

iVia/iulson v. Mamfield (J.) 4' (^'o. > id- 795 

Stanhope v. Manners (1763) distinguished. 

WdHaiiin V. Morgan . . . ii. 992 

Stanhope Silkstone Collieries Co., In re 
(1879), principle of, survives. 

In re Mutional United Investment Cor- 
ggovatwn i. 564 

Stanley's Estate, In re (1868) overrnled. 

In re Wood; Woody. Wood . iii. 1114 

Stannard v. Vestry of St. Giles considered. 

Grand Junction Watenvorlts Co. . iii. 174 

Staples r. Eastman Photographic Materials 

[1896] distinguished. 

Foster v. Cole.s and M. B. Foster 

&«s(1906) . . . . i. 443 

Starky r. Bank of England [1903] affirmed 

i. 4G 

Stead’s Estates, In re (1876) doubted. 

In re Lloyd ; Lloyd v. Lloyd . ii. 507 

Steamship Balmoral Co., Ld. v. Marten 

[1901] affirmed . . . ii. 3G6 

Steamship Carisbrook t’. London and Pro- 
vincial Marine and General In- ' 
Buranoe Co, [1901] affirmed , iii. 650 

Steamship Isis Co. r. Bahr & Co. [1899] 

affirmed iii. 579 

Steamship Rutland Edenhridge v. Green 

affirmed iii. 715 

Stedman v. Hart (1854) distinguished. 

In re Watson; Stamford Union v. 
BaUlctt ii. 1236 

Steeds r. Steeds (1899) explained. 

Poivell V, Brodliurst . , . ii. 991 


COL. 

Stern v. Tegner [1898] reversed .. , ii. 378 

Steuar^,, Gladstone (1879) followed. 

Scott V. Scott , , , . ii. 1072 

Stevens, In re (1888) followed. 

Dawson v. Isle . ... i. 675 

Stevens, Be; Cooker. Stevens [1898] affirmed 

i. 1191 

Stevens r. Adamson (1818) followed. 

Carlish v. Salt .... iii. 410 

Stevens r. Trevor-Garrick [1893] followed. 

Bucldand v. Buchland . . . iii. 464 

Stevenson’s Estate, In re [1902] reversed. 
Fullerton and Another v. Provincial 
Bank [1903] . . . . ii. 988 

Steward r. Poppleton (1877) followed. 

Lira O'Connell; Mamie v. Jagoe . iii. 470 

Stewards & Co., Ld. r. The Q,ueen (1901) 
reversed, snh mm. Attorney- 
General V, Stewards Co., Ld. 

iii. 333 

Stewart r. Rhodes [1900] affirmed . iii. 78 

Stewart v. Wilson and Clyde Co., Ld. (1903) 
approved. 

Fenton v. J. Thorleij S) Co. Ld. , ii. 6S6 

Stewart & Co. r. Weher followed, 

Cavendish v. Strutt . . . i. 237 

Stillman r. Weedon (1848) discussed and 
considered. 

In re Hayes; Tar nh uU y, Hayes . iii. 13 

Stock r. Meakin [1900] followed. 

In re Allen and Driscoll's Contract ii. 112 
Surtees v. Woodhouse . , , ii. 469 

[1899] affirmed , . ii. 110 ; iii, 396 

Stookdale v. Ascherberg [1903] affirmed 

ii. 474 


Steel, Young & Co. r. Grand Canary Coaling 

Co. (1904) reveraed .... iii. 575 

Steele v. McKinlay followed. 

Jenhins 4’ Sons v. Coomlcr . . i. 251 

Stegman v. O’Connor (1899) affirmed . iii. 1242 


followed. 

In re Warrincr ; Bray sham v. Llnnis 

ii. 475 

Stockport Ragged and Industrial Schools, 

In re [1898] affirmed in part, 
reversed in part . . . i. 328 


Stein r. Pope (1901) affirmed , , ii. 457 

Stephens r. Dudbridge Ironworks Co., Ld. 

[1904] affirmed . . . ii. 692 

Stephens r. Mysore Reefs, &c., Ld, [1902] 
discussed and explained. 

Pedlar v. Bond Bloch Gold Mines of 
India, Ld. . ... i, 453 

Stephenson r. London Joint Stock Bank, 

Ld. [1903] affirmed . . ii. 841 


Stockport Union r. London and North 
Western Ey. Co. (1898) affirmed 

iii. 247 

distinguished. 

In re Great NoHhern By. Co.y. Edmon- 
ton Union .... iii. 247 

Btoddart v. Argus Printing Co. [1901] dis- 
sented from, 

Ilawhe V. Machenzie (^Uos, 1 and 2) ii. 20 
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OOL, 

Stoddart r. Hawke [1902] approved. 

Lennox v, Stoddart ; Dims v. StodUaH 

ii.V18, 19 

Stoddart v. Saville [1891] distinguished. 

Jn re Lea-ne's Trusts . . . iii, 476 

not followed. 

In re Smith’s Settlement; WilJiins v. 

Smith iii. 476 

Stogdon, In re; Ko parte Leigh [1896] 
considered. 

Beauoham.]} v. Beauchamp . . i. 137 

Stokes, In re (1892) followed. 

In re Roberts ; Roberts v. Roberts i, 1234 

Stone r. Midland By. Co. [1903] affirmed 

iii. 194 

Storey v. Fulham Steel Works (1907) 

affirmed ii. 842 

Strangwaya, In re ; Hickley v. Strangways 

(1886) distinguished. 

hire Martyn; CoodeY, 3Iaiiyn iii. 485 

Strapp r. Bull [1895] followed. 

In re Glasdir Capper Mines, Ld. ; 
Bnylish Electric Metallurgieal Co., 

Ld. v. Glasdir Copper Mines, Ld. 

i. 478 

Streatham and General Estates Co., Ld. 

approved. 

Russian Spratt's, Ld. ; Johnson v. 
Russian Spratt's Co, [1898] , i. 382 

Stretch v. White (1851) followed. 

Graxey v. Banhridge Urban District 
C'hmcil ii. 678 

Strihling v. Halse (1887) discussed. 

M’Quade v, Charlton , . . i. 1148 

(1886) followed. 

Liishcy V. Miahelmore . , . i. 1147 

Strickland r. Hayes [1896] distiuguished. 

Thomas v. Sutters , . , . ii. S79 

commented on. 

Gent cl V. Rapps .... iii. 952 

Stroms, Bruks, Aktie, Bolag and Others r, 

Hutchinsons reversed . . iii, 642 

Strong & Co., Ld. v. Woodfleld [1906] 

affirmed , . . . . ii, 65 

Stroud V. Gwyer (1860) followed. 

In re Appleby; Walhei' v. Lever; 

Wallier v. tfisbet . , . iii. 1016 

Slade V. Chaine .... hi. 1002 


COL, 

Stroud V. Lawson [1898] followed. 

Universities of Oxford and Cambridge 
V. George Gill Sons; Walters 
V. Green .... iii. 46 

Stuart v. Freeman [1902] reversed . ii, 313 

Stuart V, Nixon and Bruce [1900] rever ed 

ii. 709, 735 

Stuckey and Others v. Hooke reversed, i. 1286 

Studdert, In re Finance, Act, 1894, and 

[1900] (sub mm. Inland Revenue 
Commissioners v. Priestley') affirmed 

i, 898 

Studdert v. Grosvenor (1886) not followed. 

Peel v. Loiidon and Worth Western Ry, 

Co i, 429, 476 

Stunt i\ Lewisham Union [1902] followed, 
Kylfn V. Woolwich Union Assessment 
Committee , . . . ii. 905 

Stnrla v. Freccia (1879) distinguished. 

Mercer v, Denne ... . i. 1178 

Styles r. Society of the Middle Temple 

affirmed li, 286 

Sufdeld and Watts, In re (1888) considered, 
InreDouhin; Ex parte Danlell . iii, 752 

Sumpter v. Hedges [1898] applied. 

Mart V. Porthgain Harbour Co., Ld, i. 289 

Sunderland Steamship Co. v. North of Eng- 
land Iron Steamship Insurance 
Association [1894] followed. 

Rowland and Marwood Steamship Co, 

V, Maritime Insurance Co. . li. 369 

Surmau r. Barley (1846) distinguished. 

Lewin V. End .... hi. 233 

Surtees v. Woodhouse [1902] reversed, ii. 469 
[1903] followed. 

Lvmby V, Faujicl . ... ii. 471 

Sutcliffe r. Booth (1863) followed. 

Rally 4'' Co. v. Clark, Son and Morland 

hi. 1043 

Sutherland u. Sutherland [1893] followed. 

I Pease v. Courtney .... iii. 494 

Sutherland r. Thomson [1906] affirmed 

hi. 423 

Sutlej, H.M.S., reversed . , . iii, 661 

Sutton, In re (1 885) follovi'ed. 

In re Best; Jarvis v. Birmingham 

Corporation , ... i, 353 
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LIST OF CASES APFIKMED, EEVEESED, ETC. 


COL. 

Sutton V. Sutton (1882) distinguished. 

Barnes v. Qlenton . . . , ii. 659 

followed. 

Kirldand v. PeatjielA , . . ii. 660 

Sutton, Carden & Co. r. Goodrich. (1899) 
followed. 

In. re Greenwood ; Sutcliffe v. Oledliill 

iii. 1181 

Swabey r. Port Darwin Gold Mining Co. 

(1889) distinguished. 

Inman v. Acltroyd and Best, Ld. i. 433 

Swabey v. Swabey (1846 — 1848) followed. 

In re French- B reioster ; Walters v. 
Frencli-Brewster . . . iii. 276 

Swaine r. Wilson (1889) referred to. 
Chamherlahi's Wharf, Ld. v. Smith 

iii. 835 

[1890] discussed. 

Burlier. Amalgamated Society of Byers 

iii. 846 

Swale V. Milner (1834) not followed. 

In re Griffith ; Jones y. Owen . i. 1260 

Swan V. North British Australasian Co. 
(1863) discussed. 

Union Orednt Bank, Ld. and Buries v. 
Mersey Boohs and Harhour Board 

iii. 973 

approved. 

Bell V. Marsh . . . . i. 1169 

Swansea Corporation r. National Telephone 

Co. varied .... iii. 815 

Swansea Union v. Swansea Harbour Trustees 

affirmed iii. 242 


Swayne r. Inland Sevenue Oonunissioners 


[1899] affirmed 

iii. 298 

Sweeney r. Coote [1906] affirmed 

iii. 826 

Sweet r. Benning (1855) followed. 

iMiorence and Bitllen, Ld. v. Aflulo 

i. 716 

Sweetapple v. Horlock followed. 

Lorett V. Jarett [1898] , 

iii. 513 

Sweeting r. Pearce (1861) applied. 

Matrieff v. Crossfield . 

ii. 327 

Swift V. Jewsbury (1874) followed. 

Hirst V. West Biding Union Banhing 

Co ii. 963 

Swinburne, In re (1884) followed. 

In re Mayhew ; Sgwncer v. Cuthu.sh 

iii. 19 

Swindon, The (1901) reversed 

iii. 680 


COL. 

S\(»indon Waterworks Co. r. Wilts and Berks 
; Canal Navigation Co. (1875) fol- 
] lowed. 

McCartney y. Londonderry, etc., By. Co. 

iii. 1011 

Sydney Corporation r. Austral Freezing 

Works, Ld. affirmed , . i. 928 

Sydney Municipal Council r. Bourke [1895] 
explained. 

Lamhert v. Lowestoft Corjooration . iii, 625 

Syer v. Alder (1898) reversed , . iii, 37J 

Sykes r. Howarth (1879) followed. 

Bunloj) Pnenniatio Tyre Co., Ld. v. 
Barid Moseley Sons, Ld. . ii. 1127 

Sykes c. Sowerby Urban District Council 


[1899] reversed . . . iii. 643 

Symons r. Symons [1897] discussed. 

Burden v. Burden . . . ii. 194 

distinguished. 

Shaw V. Shaw; Jung’s Proctor inter- 
renlng ii. 196 

Synge, ‘Jw (1901) affirmed . . i. 661 

Synge r. Synge [1900] affirmed . . ii. 190 


T. 

Tabor r. Prentice (1884) distinguished. 

In re Whitehorne ; Whitehorne v. Best 

iii. 1098 

Taddy & Co. v. Sterious & Co. [1904] fol- 
lowed and approved, 

MoQruther v. Pitcher . . . iii. 325 

Taff Vale Ry. Co. v. Amalgamated Society of 
Railway Servants [1901] reversed 

iii, 844 

Taff Vale Ey. Co. and Cardiff Union Assess- 
ment Committee, In re, affirmed . iii. 246 

Taggart, Beaton & Co, r. James Fisher & 
Sons; West Hartlepool Steam Navi- 
gation Co., Id., third parties 
affirmed iii. 649 

Tait V. Maeleay [1904] reversed . . i. 471 

Talbot r. Earl Eadnor (1834) followed. 

In re Baron Kensington ; Bari of Long- 
ford V. Baron Kensington . iii. 1226 

Tanner r. Dyball (1906) followed. 

Keeloma Bairy Co., Ld. v. Jones (1906) 

i. 1340 

Tanner r. Eadford (1833) explained and 
followed. 

Lynch V. Clarhin . 


. iii. 271 
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LIST OF CASES AFFIBMEL, EEVEESED, ETC. 


COIi, 

Tapley v, Eagleton (1879) considered. 

In re Oheadle ; Blshoj) v. Holt . ii^ 1106 

.Tarn, In re [1893] followed. 

Van Laxtn 4' Co. y. Baring Brothers Sj 
Co., Ld li. 376 

Tasker & Sons, In re [1905] followed. 

London General Investment Trust, Ld. 

V. Russian Petroleum and Liquid 
Fuel Co., Ld i. 392 

Tasker, B.e ; Hoare v. Tasker [1905] applied. 

In re Perth Electrio Trumivays, Ld, ; 
Lyons v. Tramways Syndicate, Ld. 

i. 368 

Tasker & Sons, Ld., In re. ; Hoare r. The 

Company [1905] affirmed . i. 403 

Tasmania, The (1890) adhered to. 

Eurunaratne Ferdniandus . i. 769 

Tatam r. Reeve [1893] followed. 

Saffery v. Mayer . . . . ii- 9 


OOL. 

Taylor and Scott r. Annand and the Northern 
Press and Engineering Co., Ld. 

(1900) appeal dismissed . . ii. 1117 

(1899) reversed . . . . ii. 1116 

Teape’s Trusts, In re (1873) followed. 

In re Mayhew ; Silencer v. Cuthush iii. 20 

Teasdale’s Case (1873) referred to. 

Bellerhy v. Rowland and Marwood's 


Steamshiji Co., Ld. . , . i. 505 

Tebh r. Cave [1900] doubted. 

Bavi.'i v. Town Properties Inre.dme.nt 

Corporation, Ld. . . . ii. 488 

Tee r. Perris (1856) referred to. 

In re Stead; Witham, v. Andrew iii. 1140 

Telford r. Ogdens, Ld. [1904] affirmed . i. 667 

Temperton r. Russell [1893] followed. 

Quinn V. Leuthem .... iii. 849 

observed upon. 


Bedford (Buhe of) v. Ellis , . iii. 48 


Tate Eulhrook (1907) reversed. . i. 714 

Taylor, In re; E,e parte Taylor [1901] 
followed. 

In re SuIUtuii and. Hughes , , i. 186 


disapproved. 

Allen V. Flood [1898] . . .iii. 848 

Temple, Thomson and Clarke r, Runnalls 

(1901) affirmed . . . iii. 627 


Taylor, Em parte; re Lacey (1888) dis- 
cusse<l. 

In re Button, Ex parte Voss . . i. 107 

Taylor v. Blakelook (1886) followed. 

Taylor v. London and, County Banking 
Co. ; London and Comity Banking 
Co, V. jVtxon . . . . ii. 1013 

Taylor r. Caldwell (1863) followed. 

Blakeley v, Muller c^‘ Co, . , j . 696 

Birltoll and Knight v. A.Iiton, Edridge 

Co. . . , . . id. 327 

Taylor r. Hamstead Colliery Co , Ld. [1904] 

j'oversed ii. 692 

Taylor r. Hoygarth (1844) distinj^uished. 

Jn re Bond ; Panes v. Aitorney-Oeueral 

i. 81cS 

Taylor r. Taylor (1875) applic<l. 

In re. SeoU ; Laugton v. Scott . lii. 1148 

Taylor v. Witham (1876) followed. 

Hudson V. Swiftsure, Owners of the. ii. 983 

Taylor’s Estate, In re : Tomlin v. Rnderhay 
(1883) folloived. 

In re Kelsctj ; 71 'oolley v. Kelsey ; Kelsey 
's. Kelsey. .... iii. 1150 

Taylor’s Trusts, la re [1904] distingidshed. 

In re Ko. 9, Bomore Bond . . i. 553 


Tenant r. Goldwin (1782) followed. 

Ilohart V. Souikctid-on-Sca Corporation 

i. 1301 

Tenhy Corporation rj Mason [1907] affirmed 

ii. 697 

Tewart v. Lawson (1874) followed. 

In re Seatheote ; fleathoote v. Trench 

ii. 1208 

Thackwray and Young’s Contract, In re 
(1888) followed. 

Hollis' Hospital {Trustee,'!) and .Hague s 

Contract id. 108 

Thalmann r. Texas Star Flour Mills 

affirmed nd 328 

Tharsis Copper Co. r. Morel [1891] followed. 
Akhe.'tehliahet luyJeirood and Millers 
Karri wJarrah Eorest.s, Ld. (1903) 

iii. 630 

Tharsis Sulphur Co. r. Societe Industrielle 
des Metaux approved. 

Montgomery .Tones <5' Co. v. IJehenthal 

Co. [1898] .... di. 32 

Thellusson r. Viscount Valentia [1906] 

affirmed. ..... i. 364 

Thetford Corporation r. Norfolk County 

Council [1898] varied . . i. S97 

Thetford, The [1887] followed. 

The Shipsca di- 376 
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coi. I 

TMn v. Richards & Co. [1892] followed. 

2Vie Vortiqern .... iii. 592 

Thomas (H. P.), In re; Ex parte Sheriff 

of Middlesex [1898] affirmed ii. 1188 

Thomas v. Daw (ISfiB) considered. 

Tliompmi V. Hammersmith Corporation 

ii. 932 

Thomas r. Jones (1860) principle applied. 

JVeio Eeulanfl Midland Jhj. Co., In re ; 
Smith V. Luhhoch . . . i. 391 

Thomas v. Powell (ISOS') followed. 

R. V. Stevenson . ... i. 816 

Thomas ?•. Eoherts [1898] approved and 
applied. 

Coates V. Moore . . . . i. 269 

Thomas r. Sutters [1900] followed. 

Hichey v. Hay . . . . ii. 680 

Thomas’ Patent (1892) followed. 

In re Clarh's Patent . . . ii. 1158 

Thompson r, American Braided Wire Co. 

n889) distinguished. 

Stolneasser and Winter v. Ilnmidireys 
a,nd Crook . . . . ii. 1118 

Thompson r. City Glass Bottle Co. [1901] 

reversed ii. 817 

Thompson v. Eccles Corporation [1904] 

reversed iii. 520 

[1905] discussed. 

Wood Qreen Vr'han Pistriot Council v. 
Joseph iii. 620 

Thompson r. Havelock (1808) followed. 

Shipway v. Broadwood . . . i. 35 

Thompson Lapworth (1868) followed. 

Farlow v. Stereihmi , . ' . ii. 471 

Wix V. Rutson . . . . ii. 473 

Thompson r. London County Council [1899] 
e.vpiained. 

Frankenlnirq'‘\. Great Horseless Car- 

riaye, Co i. 468 

Thompson r. Thompson (1901) followed. 
Bosa'orthieh v. Bo.swortliich (1902) 

ii. 183 

Thomson r. Clanmorris (Lord) [1899] 

affirmed ii. 549 

Thomson r. Eastwood (1877) approved. 

Bovgan v. Maepherson . . . iii. 398 

Thomson r. Shakespear (1860) distinguished. 

Clarke, In re ; Clarke v. Clarke . i. 340 


COL. 

Thomsm u. S.outh Eastern By. Co. [1883] 
/.approved. 

Rcehmtzer v. Samual . . . iii. 120 

Thomson and Norris Manufacturing Co. r. 
Hawes (1895) followed. 

Oliver v. Camherwell Borough Council 

‘ ' ii. 887 

Thorley v. Orchis Steamship Co. (1907) dis- 
tinguished. 

affirmed iii. 602 

The Euro 2 )a . - . iii, 572 

Thox’ndike v. Hunt (1859) referred to. 

Taylor v. London and County Banking 
Co. ; London and’ County Bunking 
Co. V. Nixon . . . . i. 1013 

Thurso New Gas Co., In re (1889) distin- 
guished. 

hi re Wenkorn S' Co., Ld. . . i. 541 

Thwaites & Co. r. McEvilly; Cantrell and 
Cochrane r. Murphy and Bradshaw 

affirmed iii. 928 

Tibhits’ Trusts, Re (1897) distinguished. 

Re Keck ; R. v. Hart's Contract [1898] 

iii. 440 

Tichborne v. Weir (1892) followed. 

O' Connor V. Foley , . . . ii. 566 

Tidd V, Lister (1820) referred tn. 

In re Richardson ; Rieka rdson v. 
Richardson .... iii. 486 

Tilling, Ld. v. Blythe [1899] discussed and 
explained. 

Jamaica Ry, Co, v. Colonial, Bank iii. 28 

Timson v. Eamsbottom (1837) distinguished. 

Wasdnle, In re; Brittin v. Partridge ii. 1217 

Tindal, In re (1897) overrulccL 

Commissioners of Taxation v. Kirk i. 933 

Todd r. Todd affirmed .... ii. 198 

Todd and Another v. North Eastern Ey. Co. 

(1903) affirmed . . . iii. 103 

Tod-Heatly r. Benham (1888) followed. ' - r 

Wavton V. Coppard . . . in. 405 

Toke T. Andrews (1882) approved. 

Benton Gibis Co., Ld. v. Neville 

Co ii. 1220 

Tolhurst r. Associated Portland Cement 
Manufacturers [1903] distin- 
guished. 

Kemp v. Baemselman . . • , 

affirmed i. 663 
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LIST OF CASES AFFIEMEB, BEVEESED, ETC. 


COL. 


COL. 

Tollemach,e, In re [1903] affirmed . iii. 1014 

Tollemaoiie v. Coventry (Earl of) (18^4) 
followed. 

In re Hill; Hill v. Hill . . iii. 1183 

Toller r. Spiers and Pond, Id. [1903] ap- 
proved and followed. 

Braes v. London County Council . i. 1283, 

1284 

Tomlinson, In re; Tomlinson r. Andrew 
[1898] dissented from. 

In re Betty ; Betty v. Attorney- General 

iii. 1214 

Torbryan, The [1903] affirmed . . iii. 571 

Torkington r. Magee [1903] reversed, on 

the facts i. 359 

Toronto Corporation r. Toronto Ry. Co., 

varied i. 983 

Torrance r. Bolton distinguished. 

Blalberg v. Keeres .... iii. 370 

Tottenham local Board v. Sowell (1876) 
distinguished. 

BlacJiburn Corjioration v. Sanderson ii. 123 

Tonlmin r. Steere [1898] distinguished. 
Liquidation Estates, etc, v. Willoughhy 

ii. 985 

Tourret v. Cripps (1879) distinguished. 

Iluehlesiy v. Hooli. . . . iii. 387 

Tower JJ. r. Chambers, reversed . ii. 429 

Townsend, In re (1886) followed. 

A])lin V. Stone .... iii. 1080 

Townsend v. Hawarth (1875) followed. 

Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co., Ld. v. 

Daful Moseley Sons, Ld. . ii. 1127 

Innes Y. Short ii. 1130 

Townshend v. Harrowby (1 858) followed. 

In re Doiodinq ; Gregory v. Dowding 

iii. 471 

dtstinguished. 

In re O'Connell; Mawle y. Jagoe . iii. 470 

Tozeland r. West Ham Union [1906] reversed 

ii. 1230 

Traae (for the Owners of the RikardNordraak 
and lennard & Sons, Id.), In re, 
affirmed iii. 569 

Tracy v. Viscountess of Hereford (1786) re- 

ferred to. * 

Honywood v. Honywood . . , iii. 502 

Travis «. TTttley [1894] considered. 

Himphery v. Young 


Treasure, In re [1900] not followed. 

Li re Orlehar ; Wynter v. Orlelar i. 884 

Tr^fond, In the goods of [1899] explained. 

In the goods of Vannini . , i. 1207 

Trego V. Hunt [1896] followed. 

Gillingham v. Beddow . . . ii. 1083 

Curl Brothers, Ld, v. Welster . iii. 349 

Treharne v. Layton (1875) followed. 

In re Cohhold, Colloid v. Laioton . iii. 1132 
In re Bolerts, Perokal v. Moleks . iii. 1193 
Li re Bradlury ; Wing v. Bradlury 

iii. 1155 

Trench Tubeless Tyre Co., Ld., In re ; Bethell 
V. Trench Tubeless Tyre Co., Ld., re- 
versed i. 588 

Trenchard, In re (1900) referred to. 

In re Trenchard ; Trenchard v. Tren- 
chard iii. 459 

Tress r. Tress (1887) commented on. 

Kennedy v. Kennedy . , . ii. 169 

Trevor v. Whitworth (1887) followed. 

Bellerly v. Roidand and Marioood's 
Steamshiq) Co., Ld, . . . i. 504 

Trinder, Anderson & Go. r. North Queens- 
land Insurance Co. [1898] affirmed ii. 341 

Trinder, Anderson & Co. v. Thames and 
Mersey Marine Insurance Co. [1898] 
affirmed ii. 341 

Trinder, Anderson & Co. Weston, Croker & 

Co. [1898] affirmed. . . ii. 341 

Tringham, In re [1904] followed. 

In re Oliver's Settlement; Evered v. 
Leigh iii. 458 

Truffault Cycle and Tube Manufacturing Co., 

Ld. V. Saunders (1898) reversed iii. 42 

Truro (Lady), In the goods of (1866) 
followed. 

In the goods of Jlendle . . . iii. 1090 

Truro Corporation r. Rowe [1901] varied 

i. 1303 

Tubbs r. Wynne [1897] applied. 

Barsht v. Tugg .... iii. 370 

Tubes, Ld. t. Perfecta Seamless Steel Tube 

Co., Ld. (1901) reversed , . ii. 1103 

Tuck & Sons v. Priester (1887) approved. 

Henry Graves Co., Ld. v. Govrie i, 957 

Tulk V. Moxhay (1848) discussed. 

Formly v. Barher . 


, iii. 518 


. iii. 405 
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COL. 

Tunbridge Wells Corporation v. Baird [1896] 
discussed. 

Westmviister Cotyoration v. Fuller ; 
Westminster Corporation v. Jolinso'n 

ii. 523 

applied. 

Battersea Vestry {St. Mary') v. County 
of London 'and Brush Provincial 
Electric Lightbig Co. . . ii. 911 

Poplar Borough Council v, M'llwall 
Booh Co. . . . . ii. 912 

Tunnioliffe and Hampson, Ld. v. West Leigh. 
Colliery Co,, Ld. [19051 reversed. 

i. 866 

Turnbull, In re [1897] followed. 

In re Kuyyer's Policy Trusts . ii. 151 

Turnbull «. West Riding Athletic Club 

(189'i) distinguished. 

In re Bodega Co., Ld. . , . i. 4:39 

Turner, In re (1895) followed. 

Williams V. Morgan . . . ii. 992 

Turner, In re ; Wood v. Turner affirmed 

iii. 755 

Turner {or Boyle), In re ; (1854) discussed 
and explained. 

In re Van Laun ; Ex parte Chatterton 

i. 186 

Turner v. Britain (1863) followed. 

Anderson v. Berhley . . . iii. 1131 

Turner v. Goldsmith [1891] explained. 

KoHhey v.- Treo'ilUon . ■ . i. 20 

Turner v. Moon [1901] followed. 

Great Western By. Co. v. Fisher iii. 401 

Turner i\ Rookes (1839) not followed. 

In re Wingfield and Blew . . ii. 180 

Turner v. Sawdon & Co. (1901) reversed ii. 837 

Turner r. Stallibrass [1898] followed. 

Sachs V. Henderson . . . f. 745 

Turner, Brightman & Co. 2 ?. Bannatyne ^ & 

Sons, Ld. affirmed . . . iii. 631 


COL. 

Tussaud V. Tussaud (1890) discussed. 

F$e Cotton Spinners' and Doublers’ 
Association, Ld., and John Cash 
So?is, Ld. V. Harwood Cash Co., 

Ld iii. 903 

Tweedsdale, The (1889) followed. 

The Upton Castle .... iii. 668 

Twickenham Urban District Council v, 

Munton [1899] affirmed. . ii. 123 

Twist V. Tye [1902] followed. 

Page and Another v. ’Williamson . i. 1219 

Twycross v. Grant (1877) approved and 
followed. 

Sheplieard and Another v. Broome i. 470 

approved. 

Watts V. Buchnall . . . i. 469 

Tyler, In re : Ex parte Official Receiver 

[1907] affirmed , . , i. 194 

Tyne Boiler Works v. Longbenton (1886) 
followed. 

Eirby v. Humlet Union . . iii. 246 

Tynemouth Corporation c. Attorney-General 

[1898] affirmed . . . ii. 608 

Tyrer v. Hessler & Co. (1901) affirmed in 

part and reversed in part . iii. 587 

Tyrrell v. Paignton [1895] followed and 
applied. 

Ideal Bedding Co., Ld. v. Holland L 1346 


U. 

Udny r, Udny (1869) followed. 

Attorney- General v. Winans and Another 
. ^ i. 906 

Underground Electric Rys. Co. of London, 

Ld. V. Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue [1905] affirmed . iii. 298 

Underwood, In re; In re Bowles (1903)_ 

affirmed iii* 69 


Turners, Ld. v. Whitefield distinguished. 
Sneddon'^. Addle d' So7is' Collieries, Ld. 

ii. 723 

Turney, In re ; Turney r. Turney reversed 

iii. 1195 

Tnrquand, Ex parte ; In re Parkers (1885) 
applied. 

In re James ; Ex parte Swansea 
Mercantile Bank, Ld. , • i. 208 


“Uneeda” Trade Mark, In re [1901] 

affirmed . . . • • Hi. 865 

Union Bank of Calcutta, In re (1850) dis- 
cussed and applied. 

In re Sgria- Otto man By. Co. . i. 535 

Union Bank of London v. Ingram (1880) 
discussed. 

Wrigley v. G'lll . • • • H* 1021 
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LIST OF CASES AFFIRMED, REVERSED, ETC. 


COL. 

Union. Bank of London v. Kent (1888) 
referred to . §. 

Taylof V. London and Countji BanMng 
Co. ; London and County Banhing 
Co. V. Nixon . . . . ii. 1013 

Union Colliery Co. v. Bryden [1899] distin- 
guished. 

Cunmnykam y, Tomey Honma . i. 962 

Union Corporation, Ld. r, Charrington 

[1902] followed. 

Benjamin v. Barnett . . . iii. 791 

Union Lighterage Co. r. London Graving 

Dock Co. [1901] affirmed . i. 1084 

[1902] applied. 

Bay V. Ilazeldine . ... i. 1058 

United Gutta-Percha Co., Ld. -r. Welch & 

Co. [1898] reversed . . . iii. 39 

United Kingdom Mutual Steamship Assur- 
ance Association v. Kevill (1887) 
distinguished. 

British Marine Mutual Insurc.nee Asso- 
ciation T. Jenhlns . . . ii. 334 

United States Shipping Co. r. Empress 

Assurance Co. [1907] affirmed ii. 346 


Utopia, The [1893] followed. 
The Snarh 


COL. 
iii. 671 


Uzielli f. Boston Marine Insurance Co. 

(1884) discussed. 

Western Assurance Co. of Toronto v. 
Boole . . , . . ii. 372 


V. 

Valentine Meat Juice Co. r. Valentine 
Extract Co., Ld. (1899) reversed 

iii. 903 

Valletort Steam Laundry Co., Ld., In re 

[1903] followed. 

In re Bourne ; Bourne v. Bourne ii. 1076 

Valpy f. St. Leonard’s Wharf (1903) applied. 
Harris v. Iliuhnian . . . ii. 473 

Valpy r. Sanders (1848) discussed. 

Bice V. Beed iii. 972 

Van Eijck and Zoon r. Somerville and 

Gibson [1906] reversed . . iii. 683 

Van Grutten r. Eoxwell [1897] distin- 
guished. 

In re Adams and Perrf.'s Contract 

iii. 1224 


United Telephone Co. r. Dale (1884) distin- 
guished. 

Dunlop Pneumatio Tyre Co., Ld. v. 
Durid Moseley 3j Sons, Ld. . ii. 1127 

United Telephone Co. r. London and Globe 
Telephone and Maintenance Co. 
(1884) followed. 

British Motor Syndicate, Ld. v. Taylor 

Sun ii. 1164 

Universal Stock Exchange r. Strachan 

[1896] followed. 

In re Giere ; Ex parte Trustee . ii. 14 

University College of North Wales v. Taylor 

and Others [1907] reversed . iii. 1089 

Universe Insurance Co. of Milan v. Mer- 
chants Marine Insurance Co. [ 1897] 
affirmed ii. 326 

Upperton r. Eidley [1901] affirmed . ii. 599 

Upper ton -Union Castle Mail Steamship 

Co., Ld. (1903) affirmed . . 618 

Ursula Bright Steamship Co. r. Eipley 

[1903] reversed . . . iii. 583 

Usborne r. Limerick Market Trustees 
[1900] reversed on one point, suh 
iwin. ■ Economie Life Assurance 
Society V. TJsborne . . , ii. 998 

Uskmoor, The [1902] approved. 

The Anselm iii. 659 


Van Laun, In re ; Ex 'parte Chatterton 
[1907] affirmed . . . . i. 186 

Van Praagh v. Everidge [1902] reversed i. 89 

Vansittart, In re [1893] considered. 

In re Tunhard ; Ex parte Official 

Beceirer v. Hart . . . i. 235 

Vanton, In re; Ex parte Saffery [1899] 
discussed. 

In re Button; Ex parte Toss . i. 167 

Vardon’s Trusts, In re (1885) followed. 

Haynes V. Foster . , . .iii. 1143 

Varieties, Ld,, Db re [1893] followed. 

In re E. Bishop 4’’ Sons, Ld. . i. 582 

Varley r. Coppard (1872) followed. 

Lungton v. Henston . , . ii. 508 

Vawdrey i’. Simpson [1896] followed. 

Worltman v. Belfast Ilarhovr Com- 
missioners . . , . i. 83 

Veazey r. Chattle considered. 

Elvin V. Woodward, 4' Co. , . ii. 743 

Venn and Furze’s Contract, In re [1894] 
distinguished. 

In re Terrell's Contract . . iii. 412 

Venner r. McDonnell [1897] followed. 

Handocer v. Meeson . . . ii. 869 



LIST OF CASES AFFIEMED, EEVEESED, ETC. 
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COL. 


Vernon’s Case (1572) applied. 

In re Bolton Bdates Act; Russell v. 

Meyricli ill. -loB 


Vestry of Hammersmitli c. Loweufeld [1896] 
overruled. 

Blacltlburn Corporation v. Sanderson 

ii. 123 

Vickers, In re (1888) disapproved. 

In re Jac fines, Hodgson v. Bralshy 

iii. 1147 

Victorian Daylesford Syndicate v. Dott 

[1905] approved. 

Bonnard Y, Bott . . . . ii. 976 


Vyse V. Poster (1872) followed. 

In§re Bads; Buvis v. Baris 

COL. 

. iii. 995 

(1875) followed. 

Smith V, Nelson 

. iii. 1000 


\V. 

Waddle r, Sunderland Union Assessment 

Committee [1906] affirmed . iii. 245 

Wade, Sons & Co., Id. c. Cockerline & Co. 

affirmed iii. 572 


Victorian Railways Commissioners v. 
Coultas (1888) not followed. 


Bulmi V. White S' Sons 

. i. 867 

Viditz V. O’Hagan [1899] reversed 

, iii. 464 

Villar r. Gilbey [1906] reversed . 

. iii. 1206 

Ville de St. Nazaire affirmed 

. iii. 730 

Vimbos, In re [1900] followed. 
Robinson Printing Co., Ld. v. 

oo 


Vinden r. Hugh.es [1905] approved and 
followed. 

Macheth v. North and South Wales 
Baiih i. 109 

Vine r. Raleigh [1896] not followed. 

In re Jemmett and Quest's Contract iii, 487 

Vingoe and Davies, In re (1894) follow'ed. 

In re Blackburn Co. ; Buckley's Case 

i. 567 

Vitoria, Ex parte [1894] approved. 

Eing V. Henderson . . . ii. 673 

Vogan & Co. V. Oulton (1899) affirmed . i, 99 

Vogemann r. Zanzibar Steamship Co., Id. 

(1901) affirmed . . . iii. 569 

Von Erockdorff c. Maicolm (1885) followed. 

In re Hal li nan’s Trusts . . ii. 1217 

Von Preeden r. Hull, Blyth & Co, reversed 

iii. 548 

Von Heyden -r. STeustadt (1880) followed. 

Saccharin Corporation, Id. v. Anglo- 
Continental Chemical Works, Ld. 

ii. 1116 

Vortigern, The [1899] followed. 

Greenock Steamship Co. v. Maritime 
Insiu-ance Co., Ld. . . ii. 375 

Vyner’ v. North Eastern Ey. Co. (1897) 

reversed .... iii. 1040 


Wagstaff, In re; Wagstaff e. Jalland [1908] 

affirmed iii. 1130 

Wagstafle e. Bentley [1902] applied. 

Hiihback v. British North Borneo Co. 

iii. 52 

[1902] followed. 

Itidont V. Qreen and Others . iii. 55 
Bunn V. South Eastern and Chatham 
By. Co. . . . . i. 750 

Waikato (Owners of Cargo on Board SS.) 

V. NewZealand Shipping Co. [1898] 
affirmed ..... iii. 609 

Waikato r. New Zealand Shipping Co. [1899] 
followed. 

Ratlibone Bros. v. Bacid Mclcer, Sons 
S' Co iii. 613 

Waite r. Littlewood (1872) discussed. 

In re Friend's Settlement . . iii. 455 

Wakefield Corporation v. Cooke [1903] 

affirmed ii. 127 

Wakefield and District Ey. Co. v. Wakefield 
Corporation [1906] affirmed 

iii. 225, 287 

Wakelin v. London and South Western Ey. 

Co. distinguished. 

Moore v. B.ansonds Boch Committee 
(1898) li. 1042 

Walker, In re (1871) followed. 

In re Benjamin; Neville v. Benjamin 

iii. 1212 

Walker v. Elmore’s German and Austro- 
Hungarian Metal Co., Ld, (1902) 
affirmed i. 409 

Walker r. Jeffreys (1842) followed. 

Charlesworth v. Watson and Others 

ii. 944 

Walker r. Mower (1852) approved. 

In re Edioards; Jones v. Jones . iii. 1176 
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COL. 

Walker i\ Uussey (1847) followed. 

Kortim T. Damson . . |ii, 343 


Walker v. Simpson (New South 

Wales) 

affirmed .... 

. i. 923 

Walker v. Walker followed. 


IlewiU V. Jar CIS . 

. ii. 416 

— discussed. 


Strickland v. Whittaker 

, ii. 415 


Walker aud Oakskott’s Contract, In re 

[1901] overruled. 

hire Judd a fid Poland and SJieleker\s 
Contraat . , . iii. 373, 1022 

Walker and Others v. York Corporation 

[1906] reversed . . . . ii. 68 

Wall r. London and North Western Assets 

Corporation [1898] aftirmed . i. 3G9 

Wallace v. Attorney - Oeneral (1866) ap- 
proved. 

Lanibe v. Manuel . 969 

Wallace and Others v. Solicitor-General for 

New Zealand reversed , . i. 331 

Wallace r. Greenwood (1880) considered. 

In re JYortori ; Morton v. Morton . ii. 1066 

Wallinger’s Estate, In re [1898] followed. 

In re Salvin ; Marshall v. Wolseley iii. 16 

Waller, In re ; White v. Scoles reversed 

iii. 1106 

Walsall Overseers i\ Loudon and North 
Western Ey. Co. (1879) applied. 

B. V. Galway JJ. . . . . i. 852 

Walsall Union r. Brentford Union aiHrmed 

sul) noni. It. V. Middlesex JJ. . ii, 1243 

Walter «. King (1897) foUowed. 

Mrshine, Oxenford Co. v. Saehs iii. 797 
Maoonn v. Drshvne, Oxenford Co. iii. 798 

Walter r. Lane [1899] reversed . . i. 724 

Walters v, Neary affirmed . . . i. 252 

Walters v. Northern Coal Mining Co. (1855) 
followed. 

Pnmage v. Womach . . . ii. 438 

Walters v. Woodbridge (1873) applied. 

In re Dunn; D.'inlilow^. Singleton iii. 280 

Wandsworth. Board of Works r. Pretty 

[1899] follovvecl. 

Reg. V, Rrancis ; ExjfaHo Walton ii. 917 


COL. 

Warburton r. Edge distinguibhed. 

Re Hawlies ; Ackerman v. Lockhart 
[1898] lii. 771 

Warburton r.^ Haslingden Local Board 
(1879)* npproved. 

Knowles Sons^ Ld. v. Bolton Coryoora- 
tion . . . i. 75 

Ward Dyas followed. 

Doyle V. Crean .... iii. 1017 

Ward V. Ery (1900) affirmed . . i. 196 

Ward r. Portsmouth Corporation [1898] 

reversed i. 298 

Ward i\ Kadford (1895) followed. 

Corrigan v. Allison . . . ii. 602 

Ward Brothers r. James Hill & Son (1901) 

affirmed ii, 1108 

Wardroper r. Gibb, Ld. (1902) affirmed ii. 1138 

Warlow V. Harrison (1658) relied on. 

Johnston v. Boyes , . . . i. 88 

Warr & Co., Ld. r. London County Council 

affirmed i. 602 

Warren’s Trusts, In re (1884) distinguished. 

In re Bradshaw; Bradshaw v. Brad- 
shaw id. 21 

Warren r, Brown [1902] discussed. 

Parker v. W. F. Stanley S' Co., Ld. i. 1075 

— ^ [1900] reversed . . , , i. 1074 

overruled. 

Home and Colonial Stores, Ld, v. Colls 

i. 1076 


Warren r. Moore [1898] affirmed 

. iii. 381 

Warricker r. Bretnall followed. 


Qaussen v. Whatman , 

. iii. 511 

Waterhouse r. Waterhouse (1906) 

distin- 

guished. 


Stevens v. Stevens . 

. iii. 970 

Watkins, Ln re [1896] explained. 


In re Whalley 

. ii. 641 


Watkins, Jn the goods of Elizabeth (1865) 
approved. 

Fore V. Byre ; Booker v. Byre inierren- 
ing ...... 111 . 1089 

Watson, hi re. [1892] not followed. 

In re Blew i Blewr. Gunner . ii. 1211 
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COL 

Watson r. H. Bornsr & Co., Ld, (1899) 

affirmed iii. 629 

Watson r. Home (1827) followed. 

Mamficld 7. Ttolf . . ii. 466 

Watson McEwan [190.5] appliel. 

Cam 2 >hcll v. Cochnnie , . . ii. 632 

Watson v. Petts [1899] followed. 

Lo)i{i 7. Great Xurthern and Citi/ Eij. 

ill. 93 

Watson V. Woodman (187.5) distinguished. 

North Amariean Land and Timhor Co. 

T. Watkins , . . . ii. 573 

Watson r. Young (1885) followed. 

In re Stephens ; Kilby Betts . ii. 1210 

Watt and Others r. Assets Co., Id.; Bain 
and Others r. Assets Co., Ld. (1905) 
reversed . . . . . i. 660 

Watts i\ Bucknall [1902] affirmed . i. 469 

Watts f. Driscoll (1900) appeal dismissed ii. 1072 

Watts r. Kelson (1871) distinguished. 

Burrows v. Lang . . . . i. 1070 

Watts r. Stevens [1906] discussed. 

Emm V. Weatherltt . . . i. 1328 

Waudhy r. Waudby (1901) affirmed . ii. 77 

Weatherall v. Thornburgh (1878) followed. 

In re Travis ; Frost v. Qreatorex ii, 1212 

Webb V. Outrim affirmed . . . i. 921 

Webber, Lire [1896] disapproved. 

In re Mar yon- Wilson . , . i, 884 

Webber, lie ; dribble i\ Webber applied. 

Re Gibbs; Thorne y. Gibbs [1898] i. 902 

Webster v. Sharpe & Co [1904] affirmed ii. 700 

Wedderburn’s Trusts, In re (1878) not 
followed. 

Ovey V Ovcy . . . . ii. 1008 

Wednesbury Corporation r. Lodge Holes 

Colliery Co., Ld. [1905] reversed ii. 78 

Wederman v. Societe d4n6rale d’Eleetrioit4 

(1881) explained aud distinguished. 
Bagot Pneimatie Tyre Co. v. Clipper 
Rneimatk Tyre Co. , . i. 379 

Weedon r. Timbrell (1793) considered. 

Evans v. Evans and Platts . . ii. 186 

Wginer ?•. Gill ; Weiner v. Smith [1905] 

affirmed iii. 347 

Weingarten Brothers r. Charles Bayer & Co, 

(1905) reversed . . iii. 869, 925 

B.D.— YOL. IV, 


COL. 

Weir & Co. v. Girvin & Co. [1899] affirmed 

f iii 583 

Weir & Co. r. Union Steamship Co., Ld. 

affirmed . . iii. 589 

Wellborne, In re [1900] reversed , iii. 763 

Wellby c. Still [1894] followed. 

In re Webster and Jones' Contract iii. 400 

Wellcome v. Thomson and Capper [1904] 

affirmed iii. 871 

Wells V. Gas Bloat Whitton (No. 2) [1897] 

affirmed i. 13 

Wemyss r. Lord Advocate (1896) reversed ii. 957 

Wenmoth’s Estate, Re, distinguished. 

Re Powell; Grassland v. Ilollidai/ [1898] 

^ hi. 1157 

Wernher, Beit & Co. r, Markham (1901) 

affirmed ii. 537 

Werner Motors, Ld, r. A. W. Gamage, Ld. 

[1904] affirmed . . . iii. 859 

Wesselenyi v. Jamieson (1907) affirmed iii. 423 

West, In re; King v. Adams [1892] 
followed. 

In re Chapman .... iii. 748 

West i'. Saokville [1903] reversed . i. 1180 

West 1 -. Williams [1898] reversed. 

ii. 995 ; iii. 458 

West Coast Gold Fields, Ld., In re (Eowe’s 

claim) [1906] affirmed . . i. 567 

West Ham Local Board.r. Maddams (1876) 
distinguished. 

Blackburn Corporation v. Sanderson ii. 123 

West Ham Union v. Holbeach Union [1904] 

affirmed ii. 1260 

West Ham Union v. London County Council 

[1902] affirmed . . . li. 1240 

West Ham Union v. Poplar Union affirmed 

li. 1248 

West Hartlepool Corporation v. Durham 

County Council [1906] reversed ii. 683 

West Hartlepool Ironworks Co., In re (1875) 
followed. 

In re E. Bishop Sons, Ld. . i. 582 

West Hartlepool Steam Navigation Co., Ld. 

V. Tagart, Beaton and Co. [1902] 
reversed iii. 647 

h 
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COL. 

WestLondon and General Permanent Benefit 
Building Society, In re \l898), 
followed. 

In re Coimties Comermtive Permanent 
Benefit Bmldlng Soviet if ; Davies 
V. Norton . ... i. 291 

West Iiondou Syndicate, Id. v. Inland 

Eevenue Commissioners [1898] 

reversed iii. 295 

approved. 

ChesterfieM Brewery Co. v. Inland 

Berenue Commissioners . . iii. 303 

West Riding of Yorkshire Rivers Board v. 
Gaunt [1902] discussed, 

West Biding of Yorkshire Bivens Board 
V. Preston Sons , . . iii. 1031 

West Riding of Yorkshire Rivers Board v. 

Scarr End Mill Go. [1901] overruled. 

West Biding of TorJis Bivens Board v. 
Bohinson Bros, . . . iii. 1039 

Western ■?>. McDermott (1877) followed. 

Hoojoor V. Bromet, Raphael third party 

111. 360 

Western Counties Ry. Co. v. Windsor and 
Annapolis Ry. Co. (1882) dictum 
of Lord Watson approved. 

Cape of Good Mope Government v. 
Logan i. 919 

Weston, In re; Bartholomew r. Menzies 
[1902] followed. 

In re Andrews ; Andrews v. Andrews 

ii. 37 

Westminster Corporation r. Puller [1901] 

reversed . . . . ii. 523 

Westminster Corporation r. Gordon Hotels, 

Id. [1906] affirmed on another 
ground ii. 899 

distinguished. 

MddY. Liverpool Wat oh Committee ii. 601 

Westminster Corporation r. Johnson [1904] 

reversed ..... ii. 523 

Westminster Corporation v. London and 
North Western Ry. Co. [1901] 
reversed ii, 909 

Westminster Pire Office r. Reliance Mari- 
time Insurance Co. (1903) affirmed 

ii. 360 

Wharton v. Masterman [1895] referred to. 

In re Travis ; Frost v. Groatorex . ii. 1212 

Wheatley, In re (18S1) followed. 

Haynes v. Foster .... iii. 1113 

Wheatley v. Lane (1668) discussed. 

In re Marvin; Crawler Marvin i. 1215 


COL, 

Wheatley r. Smithers [1906] reversed on 
other grounds , . . i. 93 ; ii. 1074 

Wheeler v. Le Marchant distinguished. 


Caleraft v. Guest [1898] . . i. 1037 

Wheeler v. United Telephone Co, (1881) 
followed. 

Bidout V, Green and Others . . iii. 55 

Wheeler r. Wheeler and Rhodes (1889) 
considered. 

Ilarrap v. Harrop . . . ii. 216 

Whelan v. Palmer (1888) overruled. 

Saunders v. Sliufto . . . iii. 21 

Whinney, Fx parte ; In re Harrison 

reversed i. 235 

Whistler, In re (1887), distinguished. 

In re VerrelVs Contract . . iii. 412 


Whiston’s Settlement, In re (1894), distin- 
guished. 

In re Tringhands Trusts., Tringhatn 
v. Greenhill [1901] . . iii, 157 

Whitaker, Bo [1901] followed. 

In re Leinster Contract Corporation, Ld. 

i, 560 

Whitaker, In re ; Whitaker r. Palmer 

[1901] affirmed . . . i. 1230 

White V. Baker (1860) distinguished. 

In re Pichworth ; Smith v. Parhinson 

iii. 1198 

White V. Briggs (1818) followed. 

In re Dowding ; Gregory v. Dowding 

iii. 471 

White V. By water (1887) followed. 

Diohlns V. Bajiderson . . . i. 1312 

White V. Cohen [1893] approved. 

Simpson v. Parsons [1901] . . i. 739 

White r. Peast (1872) followed, 

Broohs v. Hamlyn . . . ii. 669 

White V. Pulham Vestry (1896) approved. 
Property Exchange, Ld. r. Wandsworth 
Board of Worlts , . , ii. 923 

White r. Harrow ; Harrow v. Marylehone 
District Property Co. (1901) reversed 

ii, 116 

White V. Mellin [1896] discussed. 


Aloott V. Millar's Karri and Jarrah 


Forests, Ld, . 

. iii. 827 

White V. Morley [1899] approved. 


Thomas v. Sutters . 

ii. 879 

White V. White [1898] followed 


Guy v. Guy Foster 

. ii. 176 

White V. White [1893] followed. 


Armtt V. Arnott . 

i. 311 
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COL. 

White, In re; Pennell r. Pranklin [1S9S] 

affirmed . . . i. 12r}y ; iii. 777 

White & Sons r. White reversed . . iii. lOii 

Whiston’s Settlement, In re [1894] dis- 
tinguished. 

In re Trhi/jJiain’s Truhts ; Trimjham v. 

Greenhlll .... iii. lud 

Whiteacre & Boult r. Symonds (1808) 
followed. 

School Board for London Y. Potem ii. 448 

Whitbread & Co., Ld. i\ Watt [1901] 

affirmed in. 380 

Whitechapel Board of Works r. Crow (1901) 
followed. 

Charing Crosn and Strand Elertrwitg 
Snppln Corporation v, Woodthorpe 

11. 8GG 

Whitechurch (G-eorge), Id. %•. Cavanagh 

(1900) reversed . , . . i. 526 

Whitefriars Pinaneial Co., Ld. [1899] 
approved. 

In re Ferguson , i. 619 

Whitehead r. Butt (1891) approved. 

Payne v. Hogg . . . . i. 7GS 

Whiling, In re; Whiting r. de Eutzen 

[1905] affirmed . . iii. 461 

Whitehouse v. Hugh [1906] affirmed 

ii. 53 ; iii. 339 

Whiteley r. Edwards [1896] approve 1. 

Bolitho 4’’ Co., Ld. V. Gidley and Others 

ii. 154 

Whitley r. Challis [1892] followed. 

Farmer v. Pitt . . . . ii. 1026 

Whitley r. Whitley (1862) distinguished. 

Galvin V. Beveren.e . . . iii. 1140 

Whiteley Exerciser, Ld. r. Gamage [1898] 
distinguished. 

Salfon V. Heio Beeston Cycle Co, iii. 739 

Whitstable Oyster Pishery Co. r. Hayling 
Pisheries, Ld. and George Tabor 

(1900) affirmed . . . iii. 864 

Whittall r. Eahtkens Shipping Co. [1907] 
followed, 

James Xelson 4' Sons, Ld. v. Xedson Line, 

Ld iii. 638 

Whitton V. Whitton [1901] followed. 

Ilodgson-Poherts v. IIodgson^Boherts and 

Whitulier . . . . ii. 230 

Wickens r. Schuckburgh, E.r parte Wickens 
(1898) distinguished, 

Es) parte Ellis [1898] . . . i. 279 


COL. 

Wi Parata r. Bishop of Wellington con- 
sidered. 

Xireaha Taniuhi v. Balter . . i. 849 

Wilbran, Ex parte (1820) approved. 


King V. Henderson . . i. 654 

; ii. 673 

Wilcox and Steel (]90;») reversed . 

i. 676 

Wilde r. Gibson (1848) followed. 

Seddon v. Xjrth Eastern Salt Co. . 

ii. 963 

Wilde V. Thompson affirmed . 

ii. 542 

Wilding V. Bean [1891] distinguished. 
Jag V, Eiidd [1898] 

iii. 30 

Wilkins, In re (iSSl) followed. 

In re Goulder ; GoulderY. Goulder 

iii. 1168 

Wilkins, Ev parte (1895) approved. 
Smith V. Moody .... 

i. 788 


Wilkins u. Wilkins [1896] explained. 

Bateman v. Bateman (otherwise 
Harrison) (1898) . . . li. 203 


Wilkinson v. Lancashire and Yorkshire Ey. 

Co. [1906] affirmed . . . i. 312 

Wilkinson r. Unwin (1881) followed. 

Glenie v. Bruee Smith, . . . i, 251 

Wilkinson's Trust, In re (1887) followed. 

In re Clarhe ; Clarke v. Clarke . i. .340 

Willatts, In re; Willatts r. Artley [1905] 

varied by content . . . iii. 1240 

Willcoxand Gibbs r. Janies [1897] follow'ed. 

Asihioorth v. Horsfall and Another i. 1187 
Willett v. Arge'nti, In re (1889), distin- 
■ guished. 

In re Sander and Walfiyrd's Contract 

in. 364 

Williams, Ex parte (187.3) followed. 

In re Powell i. 213 

Williams, In re [1897] followed and applied. 

In re Oldfield ; Oldfield v. Oldfield 

iii. 1213 

Williams r. Barmouth Urhau District Coun- 
cil (1897) affii’med . i. 729 ; ii. 591 

Williams & Co r. Canton Insurance Office, 

Ld. [1899] affirmed . . . ii. 343 

Williams v. Howarth, reversed . . i. 930 

Williams r, James (1867) approved. 

Harris Y. Flower Son. . . i. 1061 

Williams r. London Assurance Co. (1813) 
followed. 

Steamship Carishrooh Co. y. London and 
Provincial Marine and General 
Insurance. Co iii. 650 

Williams r London and North Western Ey. 

Co. [1899] reversed . . , iii, 226 


2 
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COIi. 

Williams r. Midland Hy, Co., revorsetl^. i. 31-1 

Williams r. North’s Navigation Collieries, 

Ld. [1901] reversed . . ii. 847 

Williams r. Roberts (1857) applied. 

West, I/i ; George v. Grose. iii. 1017, 

1213 

Williams r. Swansea Harbour Trustees 

(1863) discussed, 

Bede SS. Co. v, Jtirer IVear Commis- 


siomrs iii. 728 

Williams v. Williams, approved. 

Kenrioh v. Mountstemi . . . ii. 1068 

Williamson r. Durham Rural District 
Council [1906] followed. 

Irruifj V. Carlisle Bnral Bistriot 

Council ii. 73 

Williamson r. North Staffordshire Ry. Co, 

(1886) followed. 

Itiringfon v. Garden , . , lii. 769 

Willis & Co. r, Baddeley [1892] distin- 
guished. 

Nelson cj- Sons, Ld. v. The Nelson Line^ 

Ld i. 1031 


Wilmer’s Trusts, Moore r. Wingfield [1903] 

affli'mcci lii. 1199 

Willmott V. Barber (1880) applied. 

Civil Service Musical Instrument Asso- 
ciation, Ld. V. Whiteman . ii, 475 

Wilson, In re (1886) applied. 

In re Barroio-in-Furness Corporation 
and Rawlinson's Contract . i. 1258 

Wilson r. Atkinson (1861) followed. 

Li re Mtire ; Mare v. Moweg . iii. 475 
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Winn u. Bull (1878) discussed. 

Clark y. Robinson . . . iii- 378 
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Wright Marwood (1881), dictum of Lord 
■ Bramwell, applied. 

AjJidlinann Co. v. Lorddeut.'iche Insnr- 

unec Co li. 344 

Wright r. Vanderplank (185G) followed. 

De V. Addison . . . n. 994 
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Kirkwood \. Carroll and Another . i. 2.37 

Yates V. Terry [1901] reversed . . i. 754 
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